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AGENDA: 
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I. CALL TO ORDER 

II. ROLL CALL AND DECLARATION OF QUORUM 

• Pledge Of Allegiance 

III. OPENING REMARKS 

IV. REPORTS AND PRESENTATIONS 

V. PUBLIC COMMENT 

VI. CONSENT AGENDA 

VII. CONTINUED BUSINESS AGENDA ITEMS 

VIII. NEW BUSINESS AGENDA ITEMS 

Special Waste 

1. Consideration Of The Grant Awards For A Joint Solicitation Of The Used Oil Nonprofit 
Grant Program (Sixth Cycle) FY 2004/2005; And The Used Oil Research, Testing And 
Demonstration Grant Program (Fourth Cycle) FY 2004/2005 (Used Oil Recycling Fund) 
-- (Committee Item B) 

2. Consideration Of Scope Of Work And Contractor For The Used Oil Source Reduction 
Study And Request To Decrease The Contract By $35,000 (FY 2004/2005 Used Oil Fund 
Contract Concept Number 0-1) -- (Committee Item C) 
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California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

June 14-15, 2005 

AGENDA ITEM 1 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Grant Awards For A Joint Solicitation Of The Used Oil Nonprofit Grant 
Program (Sixth Cycle) FY 2004/2005; And The Used Oil Research, Testing And Demonstration 
Grant Program (Fourth Cycle) FY 2004/2005 (Used Oil Recycling Fund) 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
This Agenda Item presents staff recommendations to award grants for the Used Oil 
Nonprofit Grant Program (Sixth Cycle) FY 2004/2005 (UNP6), and the Used Oil 
Research, Testing and Demonstration Grant Program (Fourth Cycle) FY 2004/2005 
(URD4) from the Used Oil Recycling Fund. In accordance with the California Integrated 
Waste Management Board's (Board) Grant Award Process, staff makes recommendations 
for funding grant applications based upon the Scoring Criteria and Evaluation Process 
established by the Board. 

Staff bases its recommendations on the following: 
• Board-approved Scoring Criteria (Attachment 1); and 
• Board-approved Evaluation Process conducted by three panels comprised of three 

Board staff members each. 

The UNP6 Grant is a competitive grant designed to support nonprofit agencies assisting 
local governmental agencies' efforts to reduce the amount of improperly disposed used 
lubrication oil and support local governmental agencies' efforts to establish or enhance 
used oil collection programs. 

The URD4 Grant is a competitive grant open to local governments, nonprofit 
organizations, and any entity pursuing research, testing, and demonstration projects to 
develop collection technologies and uses for recycled or used oil. 

The Board received sixteen (16) qualified applications for the UNP6 Grant Program, 
requesting approximately $3.01 million in funding, and nine (9) qualified applications for 
the URD4 Grant Program, requesting approximately $2.29 million in funding. Staff 
recommends funding seven (7) UNP6 Grants and four (4) URD4 Grants with funding 
available for FY 2004/2005. Currently, there is $1.128 million available for the UNP6 
and $1.1 million for the URD4. 

Staff requests approval to enter into Grant Agreements with these applicants in order of 
ranking (Attachment 2 and Attachment 3), and, in the event a Grant Agreement cannot be 
entered into with a proposed Grantee, or if additional funds become available for this 
cycle, that those funds first be awarded to the next highest ranking, passing applicant 
until the funds are exhausted. 

In order to give Grantees sufficient time to complete their proposed activities, staff 
requests approval to provide a thirty-nine (39) month term for these Grant Agreements. 
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Board Meeting Agenda Item-1 
June 14-15, 2005 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
• The Board has taken no previous action on the proposed awards for the UNP6 Grant 

and the URD4 Grant. 
• The Board approved the Scoring Criteria and Evaluation Process for the UNP6 

Grant FY 2004/2005 and the URD4 Grant FY 2004/2005 at its December 2004 
meeting. Consistent with the Board's decision for the Used Oil Opportunity Grant 
during the November 2003 Board Meeting, the Board also approved a modification 
to its December 1998 policy regarding three year grant terms such that the UNP and 
URD grant terms can be thirty-nine (39) months. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the proposed awards, directing staff to enter into Grant Agreements with 

applicants in order of ranking (Attachments 2 and 3) until FY 2004/2005 allocated funds 
are exhausted, and adopt Resolution Numbers 2005-154 and 2005-155, respectively. 

2. Disapprove the proposed awards and Resolution Numbers 2005-154 and 2005-155 
and direct staff as to further action. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends Board approval of Option 1 and adoption of Resolution Numbers 
2005-154 and 2005-155. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

1. Role of Competitive Grants 
Competitive grants play a key role in the continuing evolution of the Used Oil 
Program (UOP). As approved by the Board in December 2004, the 
Implementation Plan for the UOP emphasizes a shift from the development of 
infrastructure to actively encouraging other cities to promote program 
improvements and adopt approaches that work. Competitive grants in particular 
are critical for the UOP in providing the resources needed to demonstrate 
programs that can overcome barriers and transfer "good" program ideas and best 
practices to other communities. In keeping with that, the Board approved four (4) 
priority program areas for both the UNP6 and URD4 at the December 2004 Board 
meeting, including an emphasis on targeting those who do not speak English as 
their primary language, targeted collection programs, and source reduction. 

Some of the nonprofit organizations, universities and private businesses piloted ideas 
in previous competitive grants, and this grant cycle encourages them to "take those 
lessons on the road" and work with other communities. In other cases, Grantees 
"test" ideas in competitive grants, which are then mainstreamed into the core "block 
grant" program that supports on-going activities. Process evaluations to "fine tune" 
projects during the grant term and outcome evaluations including volume of oil 
collected per participant are key components in scoring grants with a weight of 10 
percent. The outcome evaluations strongly influence which projects become "best 
practices" and are profiled at the annual conference and on our web site. 
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2. Application Evaluation Process 
• Grants Administration Unit (GAU) entered the applications submitted into the 

Grants Management System (GMS) and conducted an initial completeness 
review of each application. 

• The Cycle Leads for the UNP6 and URD4 Grant Programs performed 
verification checks of data relevant for awarding General Program Criteria 
points (e.g., receipt of previous grant for same activity in the same community) 
and reviewed budget figures/calculations for accuracy on all applications. 

• For the UNP6 Grant Program, the Cycle Lead convened two, three-member 
review panels consisting of UOP and GAU staff and selected two (2) 
applications for the benchmark review. For the URD4 Grant Program, the 
Cycle Lead convened one, three-member review panel consisting of UOP and 
GAU staff and selected two (2) applications for the benchmark review. 

• For the UNP6 Grant Program, GAU randomly divided the sixteen (16) 
applications into two groups consisting of eight (8) applications each and 
transferred all the applications to the Cycle Lead. For the URD4 Grant 
Program, GAU submitted the nine (9) applications to the Cycle Lead for 
distribution to the one panel. 

• The Cycle Lead distributed the written instructions and the two (2) benchmark 
applications to reviewers for independent scoring prior to discussion at the 
Benchmark Meeting. 

• The Cycle Lead convened the Benchmark Meeting to meet with all panel 
members to explain how to apply the criteria to that particular cycle. During 
this meeting, panel members discussed their scores on the two (2) benchmark 
applications using the process approved by the Board in January 2004. This 
benchmark process ensures that all panel members have a clear understanding 
of the application, scoring instructions and scoring criteria. 

• After balancing the panels according to high and low scores assigned during 
the benchmark review, the Cycle Lead distributed assigned applications to 
each panel. 

• Each panel member reviewed and independently scored each assigned grant 
application. 

• Panel Chairs averaged the scores for each application, and developed 
composite scores for each application to be entered into GMS. Budget change 
recommendations were also summarized, and a revised budget developed for 
those applications requiring it. 

• For the UNP6 Grant applications, meetings of the two panels were convened after 
analysis demonstrated that an individual score varied from the average score by 
more than five (5) points. Areas of discrepancy were reviewed and resolved. 

3. Post-Scoring Review Team 
For this Cycle, no major discrepancies were identified that required a Post- 
Scoring Review Team. 

4. Scoring Results 
After all review panels completed their evaluation and scores were ranked, the 
Cycle Lead ranked all applications in descending order according to the total 
number of points received. There was a maximum of 100 points, including both 
general review and priority program scoring criteria points. 
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2. Application Evaluation Process 
• Grants Administration Unit (GAU) entered the applications submitted into the 

Grants Management System (GMS) and conducted an initial completeness 
review of each application. 

• The Cycle Leads for the UNP6 and URD4 Grant Programs performed 
verification checks of data relevant for awarding General Program Criteria 
points (e.g., receipt of previous grant for same activity in the same community) 
and reviewed budget figures/calculations for accuracy on all applications. 

• For the UNP6 Grant Program, the Cycle Lead convened two, three-member 
review panels consisting of UOP and GAU staff and selected two (2) 
applications for the benchmark review.  For the URD4 Grant Program, the 
Cycle Lead convened one, three-member review panel consisting of UOP and 
GAU staff and selected two (2) applications for the benchmark review. 

• For the UNP6 Grant Program, GAU randomly divided the sixteen (16) 
applications into two groups consisting of eight (8) applications each and 
transferred all the applications to the Cycle Lead.  For the URD4 Grant 
Program, GAU submitted the nine (9) applications to the Cycle Lead for 
distribution to the one panel.  

• The Cycle Lead distributed the written instructions and the two (2) benchmark 
applications to reviewers for independent scoring prior to discussion at the 
Benchmark Meeting. 

• The Cycle Lead convened the Benchmark Meeting to meet with all panel 
members to explain how to apply the criteria to that particular cycle.  During 
this meeting, panel members discussed their scores on the two (2) benchmark 
applications using the process approved by the Board in January 2004.  This 
benchmark process ensures that all panel members have a clear understanding 
of the application, scoring instructions and scoring criteria.   

• After balancing the panels according to high and low scores assigned during 
the benchmark review, the Cycle Lead distributed assigned applications to 
each panel. 

• Each panel member reviewed and independently scored each assigned grant 
application. 

• Panel Chairs averaged the scores for each application, and developed 
composite scores for each application to be entered into GMS.  Budget change 
recommendations were also summarized, and a revised budget developed for 
those applications requiring it. 

• For the UNP6 Grant applications, meetings of the two panels were convened after 
analysis demonstrated that an individual score varied from the average score by 
more than five (5) points.  Areas of discrepancy were reviewed and resolved.   

 
3. Post-Scoring Review Team 

For this Cycle, no major discrepancies were identified that required a Post-
Scoring Review Team. 

 
4. Scoring Results 

After all review panels completed their evaluation and scores were ranked, the 
Cycle Lead ranked all applications in descending order according to the total 
number of points received.  There was a maximum of 100 points, including both 
general review and priority program scoring criteria points.  
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Of the sixteen (16) UNP6 applications, eleven (11) received passing scores; the 
total amount requested by the passing applications is approximately $2.08 million. 

At the December 2004 Board meeting, the Board approved the UNP6 Grant 
Program funding at least one (1) applicant for each of the four priority program 
criteria options as long as the application passed the minimum point threshold, 
where the top scoring applicant in each option category would be recommended for 
funding before the second or third ranking applications in other categories would be 
recommended. The ranking of the passing grant applications by category, project 
descriptions and funding recommendations is shown in Attachment 2. 

For the URD4 Grant Program, there was no requirement to fund one (1) applicant 
for each of the four priority program criteria, and the highest scoring grants will 
be recommended for funding. Of the nine (9) URD4 applications, five (5) 
received passing scores; the total amount requested by the passing applications is 
approximately $1.30 million. The ranking of the passing grant applications, 
project descriptions and funding recommendations is shown in Attachment 3. 

5. Funding Recommendations 
Staff recommends funding seven (7) UNP6 applications and four (4) URD4 
applications based on their passing scores and rankings (Attachments 2 and 3). 
Of the seven (7) UNP6 awarded applications, there is at least one (1) application 
that will be funded in each of the four (4) priority program criteria, and three (3) 
additional applications representing the Community Based Social Marketing 
criteria. All of the applications proposed for award reflect budget adjustments 
recommended by the evaluation panels. This will ensure effective use of the 
current allocation of $2.228 million ($1.128 million for the UNP6 and $1.1 
million for the URD4) from FY 2004/2005 Used Oil Recycling Fund. 

In the event a Grant Agreement cannot be entered into with a proposed Grantee, 
or if additional funds become available for the UNP6 and/or URD4, staff 
recommends that those funds should first be awarded to the Grant that was 
partially funded, and then to the next highest ranking passing applicant(s) until 
FY 2004/2005 funds are exhausted. 

B. Environmental Issues 
The purpose of the UNP and URD Grants is to reduce the illegal disposal of used oil 
through increased recycling opportunities; therefore, eligible activities include 
establishment, expansion, or perpetuation of used oil collection activities. This 
broader scope of eligible activities allows for more oil recycling opportunities for the 
public, thereby discouraging illegal disposal. 
• California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

■ The Grant Agreement Terms and Conditions require that ... "the Grantee shall 
not be: (a) in violation of any order or resolution not subject to review 
promulgated by the State Air Resources Board or an air pollution control district; 
(b) subject to cease and desist order not subject to review issued pursuant to 
Section 13301 of the Water Code for violation of provision of federal law 
relating to air or water pollution." Further, the Grantee shall ensure that the 
requirements of the CEQA are met for any approvals or other requirements 
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Of the sixteen (16) UNP6 applications, eleven (11) received passing scores; the 
total amount requested by the passing applications is approximately $2.08 million.   
 
At the December 2004 Board meeting, the Board approved the UNP6 Grant 
Program funding at least one (1) applicant for each of the four priority program 
criteria options as long as the application passed the minimum point threshold, 
where the top scoring applicant in each option category would be recommended for 
funding before the second or third ranking applications in other categories would be 
recommended.  The ranking of the passing grant applications by category, project 
descriptions and funding recommendations is shown in Attachment 2.   
 
For the URD4 Grant Program, there was no requirement to fund one (1) applicant 
for each of the four priority program criteria, and the highest scoring grants will 
be recommended for funding.  Of the nine (9) URD4 applications, five (5) 
received passing scores; the total amount requested by the passing applications is 
approximately $1.30 million.  The ranking of the passing grant applications, 
project descriptions and funding recommendations is shown in Attachment 3.   

 
5. Funding Recommendations 

Staff recommends funding seven (7) UNP6 applications and four (4) URD4 
applications based on their passing scores and rankings (Attachments 2 and 3).  
Of the seven (7) UNP6 awarded applications, there is at least one (1) application 
that will be funded in each of the four (4) priority program criteria, and three (3) 
additional applications representing the Community Based Social Marketing 
criteria.   All of the applications proposed for award reflect budget adjustments 
recommended by the evaluation panels.  This will ensure effective use of the 
current allocation of $2.228 million ($1.128 million for the UNP6 and $1.1 
million for the URD4) from FY 2004/2005 Used Oil Recycling Fund. 
 
In the event a Grant Agreement cannot be entered into with a proposed Grantee, 
or if additional funds become available for the UNP6 and/or URD4, staff 
recommends that those funds should first be awarded to the Grant that was 
partially funded, and then to the next highest ranking passing applicant(s) until 
FY 2004/2005 funds are exhausted. 

 
B. Environmental Issues 

The purpose of the UNP and URD Grants is to reduce the illegal disposal of used oil 
through increased recycling opportunities; therefore, eligible activities include 
establishment, expansion, or perpetuation of used oil collection activities.  This 
broader scope of eligible activities allows for more oil recycling opportunities for the 
public, thereby discouraging illegal disposal. 
• California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)   

 The Grant Agreement Terms and Conditions require that … “the Grantee shall 
not be:  (a) in violation of any order or resolution not subject to review 
promulgated by the State Air Resources Board or an air pollution control district; 
(b) subject to cease and desist order not subject to review issued pursuant to 
Section 13301 of the Water Code for violation of provision of federal law 
relating to air or water pollution.”  Further, the Grantee shall ensure that the 
requirements of the CEQA are met for any approvals or other requirements 
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necessary to carry out the terms of this Agreement. Any deviation from the 
requirements of this section shall result in non-payment of grant funds." 

■ The Grant Agreement Terms and Conditions further require that the Grantee 
shall comply fully with all applicable federal, state, and local laws, 
ordinances, regulations, and permits. The Grantee shall provide evidence, 
upon request, that all local, state, and/or federal permits, licenses, 
registrations, and approvals have been secured for the purposes for which 
grant funds are to be expended. The Grantee shall maintain compliance with 
such requirements throughout the grant period. 

Cross Media: The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) issues 
permits and regulates the operation of household hazardous waste (HHW) 
facilities and temporary or mobile collection events that include used oil. 
Awarding a grant to a jurisdiction or entity may require new or revised permits 
from DTSC. Non-compliance with permit requirements has the potential to create 
a cross-media impact. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Other Board programs: The Office of Local Assistance (OLA) manages the local 
government solid and hazardous waste planning components via review and approval 
of Source Reduction Recycling and Household Hazardous Waste Elements (SRREs 
and HHWEs). Used Oil Grants facilitate the implementation of local governments 
HHWEs. 

Long-term potential impacts: A goal of the UNP and URD Grant Programs is to 
divert used oil generated in California from landfill disposal or illegal dumping, and 
to encourage recycling or proper disposal while protecting residents' health and 
safety and the environment. Used Oil Grants encourage the recycling and/or proper 
disposal of used oil and used oil filters. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Environmentalists: Staff is unaware of any direct negative impacts that this program 
has had on environmentalists or environmental organizations. Environmentalists have 
not expressed opposition to the UNP or URD Grant Programs. 

Industry: A review of previous Used Oil grant expenditures suggests that there is a 
financial benefit to businesses that operate HTIW collection facilities, conduct 
temporary collection events, and haul used oil to recycling or disposal locations or 
produce publicity and education materials. Private businesses have not expressed 
opposition to the UNP or URD Grant Programs. 

Local government: Based on the success of the previous cycles, staff is aware that the 
impact on local government from previously awarded grants has been overwhelmingly 
positive. By reducing the fmancial burden of local governments, the grant program has 
provided for new or expanded Used Oil collection programs throughout the State. 

Public: Based on survey data in progress reports from previous Grantees, the public 
desires convenient used oil collection locations, and generally favors the expansion of 
used oil collection opportunities. In some locations, members of the public have 
expressed opposition to the establishment of hazardous waste collection or recycling- 
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necessary to carry out the terms of this Agreement.  Any deviation from the 
requirements of this section shall result in non-payment of grant funds.”  

 The Grant Agreement Terms and Conditions further require that the Grantee 
shall comply fully with all applicable federal, state, and local laws, 
ordinances, regulations, and permits.  The Grantee shall provide evidence, 
upon request, that all local, state, and/or federal permits, licenses, 
registrations, and approvals have been secured for the purposes for which 
grant funds are to be expended.  The Grantee shall maintain compliance with 
such requirements throughout the grant period.   

 
Cross Media:  The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) issues 
permits and regulates the operation of household hazardous waste (HHW) 
facilities and temporary or mobile collection events that include used oil.  
Awarding a grant to a jurisdiction or entity may require new or revised permits 
from DTSC.  Non-compliance with permit requirements has the potential to create 
a cross-media impact. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Other Board programs:  The Office of Local Assistance (OLA) manages the local 
government solid and hazardous waste planning components via review and approval 
of Source Reduction Recycling and Household Hazardous Waste Elements (SRREs 
and HHWEs).  Used Oil Grants facilitate the implementation of local governments 
HHWEs.  
 
Long-term potential impacts:  A goal of the UNP and URD Grant Programs is to 
divert used oil generated in California from landfill disposal or illegal dumping, and 
to encourage recycling or proper disposal while protecting residents’ health and 
safety and the environment.  Used Oil Grants encourage the recycling and/or proper 
disposal of used oil and used oil filters. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Environmentalists:  Staff is unaware of any direct negative impacts that this program 
has had on environmentalists or environmental organizations.  Environmentalists have 
not expressed opposition to the UNP or URD Grant Programs. 
 
Industry:  A review of previous Used Oil grant expenditures suggests that there is a 
financial benefit to businesses that operate HHW collection facilities, conduct 
temporary collection events, and haul used oil to recycling or disposal locations or 
produce publicity and education materials.  Private businesses have not expressed 
opposition to the UNP or URD Grant Programs. 
 
Local government:  Based on the success of the previous cycles, staff is aware that the 
impact on local government from previously awarded grants has been overwhelmingly 
positive.  By reducing the financial burden of local governments, the grant program has 
provided for new or expanded Used Oil collection programs throughout the State.   
 
Public:  Based on survey data in progress reports from previous Grantees, the public 
desires convenient used oil collection locations, and generally favors the expansion of 
used oil collection opportunities.  In some locations, members of the public have 
expressed opposition to the establishment of hazardous waste collection or recycling-
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based businesses in their neighborhoods. Staff is unaware of any specific opposition 
to used oil collection activities funded through Board grants. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
Fund: Used Oil Recycling Fund. 

Amount: For the Joint Solicitation of the UNP6 and URD4 Grants, FY 
2004/2005, the Used Oil Recycling Fund allocated $1,128,000 for UNP6 and 
$1,100,000 for the URD4 Grants. 

F. Legal Issues 
The funding for the URD and UNP Grants is authorized by Public Resources Code 
(PRC) Section 48632 (b) (as added by Assembly Bill (AB) 2076 [Sher], Statutes of 
1991, Chapter 817, and amended by AB 3073 [Sher], Statutes of 1992, Chapter 1101, 
and AB 2762 [Sher], Statutes of 1994, Chapter 1147, and Senate Bill (SB) 1979 
[O'Connell], Statutes of 1996, Chapter 901).- 

G. Environmental Justice 
• Community setting: 

The UNP Grant Program, as a statewide competitive grant program, is available 
to eligible nonprofit organizations. The URD Grant Program, as a statewide 
competitive grant program, is available to eligible nonprofit organizations, 
businesses, California Indian tribes, universities and colleges. Agenda Items, 
funding notices, and application materials are published on the Board's web site. 

• Environmental Justice issues: 
All Grantees will be contractually required to perform their grants in a manner 
that is consistent with the principles of Environmental Justice as defined in 
Government Code § 65040.12. 

• Outreach efforts: 
The Notice of Funding Availability was e-mailed to more than three-hundred fifty 
(350) potential applicants (nonprofit organizations, businesses, universities and 
colleges). In addition, it was published on the Board's web site. 

Agenda Items, funding notices, and application materials are published on the 
Board's web site. 

The Board Meetings were publicly noticed. 

The Board has contracted and completed grant writing training that provided 
further outreach to potential applicants. 

Used Oil staff promotes the Board's Used Oil Recycling Programs through bi-
monthly HHW Information Exchange meetings and the Board's annual Used 
Oil/HHW Conference. 
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based businesses in their neighborhoods.  Staff is unaware of any specific opposition 
to used oil collection activities funded through Board grants. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
Fund:  Used Oil Recycling Fund. 
 
Amount:   For the Joint Solicitation of the UNP6 and URD4 Grants, FY 
2004/2005, the Used Oil Recycling Fund allocated $1,128,000 for UNP6 and 
$1,100,000 for the URD4 Grants. 

 
F. Legal Issues 

The funding for the URD and UNP Grants is authorized by Public Resources Code 
(PRC) Section 48632 (b) (as added by Assembly Bill (AB) 2076 [Sher], Statutes of 
1991, Chapter 817, and amended by AB 3073 [Sher], Statutes of 1992, Chapter 1101, 
and AB 2762 [Sher], Statutes of 1994, Chapter 1147, and Senate Bill (SB) 1979 
[O’Connell], Statutes of 1996, Chapter 901). 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
• Community setting: 

The UNP Grant Program, as a statewide competitive grant program, is available 
to eligible nonprofit organizations.  The URD Grant Program, as a statewide 
competitive grant program, is available to eligible nonprofit organizations, 
businesses, California Indian tribes, universities and colleges.  Agenda Items, 
funding notices, and application materials are published on the Board’s web site. 
 

• Environmental Justice issues: 
All Grantees will be contractually required to perform their grants in a manner 
that is consistent with the principles of Environmental Justice as defined in 
Government Code § 65040.12.   
 

• Outreach efforts: 
The Notice of Funding Availability was e-mailed to more than three-hundred fifty 
(350) potential applicants (nonprofit organizations, businesses, universities and 
colleges).  In addition, it was published on the Board’s web site.   
 
Agenda Items, funding notices, and application materials are published on the 
Board’s web site. 

 
The Board Meetings were publicly noticed.   
 
The Board has contracted and completed grant writing training that provided 
further outreach to potential applicants. 
 
Used Oil staff promotes the Board’s Used Oil Recycling Programs through bi-
monthly HHW Information Exchange meetings and the Board’s annual Used 
Oil/HHW Conference. 
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H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
Goal 1: Increase participation in resource conservation, integrated waste 
management, waste prevention, and product stewardship to reduce waste and create a 
sustainable infrastructure. 

Objective 1: Promote environmentally sound and financially viable waste 
prevention and materials management practices among all actors in the life cycle 
of products and services. 

Strategy D: Identify, develop, and maintain partnerships to reduce waste 
and promote resource conservation and product stewardship, including 
participating in national efforts on materials such as carpet, electronics, and 
paint. 

Strategy F: Educate the public, the private sector, and government about 
product stewardship and responsible consumerism. 

Used Oil Grants assist local governments, construct permanent and temporary 
collection facilities, and support public education programs. 

Goal 2: Assist in the creation and expansion of sustainable markets to support diversion 
efforts and ensure that diverted materials return to the economic mainstream. 

Objective 2: Encourage the use of materials diverted from California landfills 
and the use of environmentally preferable practices, products, and technologies. 

Strategy B: Provide financial incentives, including grants, contracts, loans, 
tax credits, etc. The Used Oil Grant Programs support the collection of 
recyclable or re-usable used motor oil. 

Strategy D: Require recipients of grants, contracts, loans, and other 
financial incentives to meet Board criteria such as purchasing 
environmentally preferable products, constructing sustainable buildings, and 
practicing sustainable landscaping. 

Objective 3: Support local jurisdictions' ability to reach and maintain 
California's waste diversion mandates. 

Strategy E: Provide assistance and education to local governments, 
businesses, schools, and State facilities to implement and assess programs. 

Used Oil Grants support local government recycling programs and promote 
purchasing of recycle content products. 

Goal 3: Educate the public to better understand and participate in resource 
conservation and integrated waste management strategies. 

Objective 3: Coordinate the integration of education efforts and programs within 
the Board and throughout Cal/EPA and its boards, departments, and office. 
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H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
Goal 1:  Increase participation in resource conservation, integrated waste 
management, waste prevention, and product stewardship to reduce waste and create a 
sustainable infrastructure. 
 

Objective 1:  Promote environmentally sound and financially viable waste 
prevention and materials management practices among all actors in the life cycle 
of products and services. 

 
Strategy D:  Identify, develop, and maintain partnerships to reduce waste 
and promote resource conservation and product stewardship, including 
participating in national efforts on materials such as carpet, electronics, and 
paint. 

 
Strategy F:  Educate the public, the private sector, and government about 
product stewardship and responsible consumerism. 
 

Used Oil Grants assist local governments, construct permanent and temporary 
collection facilities, and support public education programs. 
 
Goal 2:  Assist in the creation and expansion of sustainable markets to support diversion 
efforts and ensure that diverted materials return to the economic mainstream.   
 

Objective 2:  Encourage the use of materials diverted from California landfills 
and the use of environmentally preferable practices, products, and technologies.   

 
Strategy B:  Provide financial incentives, including grants, contracts, loans, 
tax credits, etc.  The Used Oil Grant Programs support the collection of 
recyclable or re-usable used motor oil.  

 
Strategy D:  Require recipients of grants, contracts, loans, and other 
financial incentives to meet Board criteria such as purchasing 
environmentally preferable products, constructing sustainable buildings, and 
practicing sustainable landscaping. 

 
Objective 3:  Support local jurisdictions’ ability to reach and maintain 
California’s waste diversion mandates.  

 
Strategy E:  Provide assistance and education to local governments, 
businesses, schools, and State facilities to implement and assess programs. 
 

Used Oil Grants support local government recycling programs and promote 
purchasing of recycle content products. 

 
Goal 3:  Educate the public to better understand and participate in resource 
conservation and integrated waste management strategies. 
 

Objective 3:  Coordinate the integration of education efforts and programs within 
the Board and throughout Cal/EPA and its boards, departments, and office. 
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Strategy E: Provide grants to local governments, non-governmental 
organizations and Native American tribes to develop educational programs 
for children and adults in California regarding the proper use and disposal of 
household chemical products and any safe alternatives that may be available. 

Used Oil Grants provide public education funds to increase public awareness and 
interest in recycling. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 

1. Fund 2. Amount 3. Amount to Fund 
4. Amount 5. Line 

Source Available Item 
Remainin 
g 

Item 

Used Oil $2,228,000 $2,227,956 $44 (from the Local 
Recycling ($1,128,000 for UNP ($1,128,000 for UNP URD Grant Assistance 
Fund and $1,100,000 for and $1,099,956 for Program 

URD Grant URD Grant Cycle) 
Programs) Programs) 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Scoring Criteria: UNP Grant (Sixth Cycle) FY 2004/2005 and URD Grant (Fourth 

Cycle) FY 2004/2005 
2.  Ranking Order of Passing Applications for UNP Grants (Sixth Cycle) 
3.  Ranking Order of Passing Applications for URD Grants (Fourth Cycle) 
4.  Resolution Number 2005-154 (For UNP6) 
5.  Resolution Number 2005-155 (For URD4) 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff: Jeffrey Lin Phone: (916) 341-6461 

Bonnie Cornwall Phone: (916) 341-6424 
B.  Legal Staff: Holly Armstrong Phone: (916) 341-6060 
C.  Administration Staff: Roger Ikemoto Phone: (916) 341-6116 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A.  Support 

Staff had not received any written support at the time this Item was submitted for 
publication. 

B.  Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this Item was submitted for 
publication. 
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Strategy E:  Provide grants to local governments, non-governmental 
organizations and Native American tribes to develop educational programs 
for children and adults in California regarding the proper use and disposal of 
household chemical products and any safe alternatives that may be available. 
 

Used Oil Grants provide public education funds to increase public awareness and 
interest in recycling. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
 

1. Fund 
Source 

2. Amount 
Available 

3. Amount to Fund 
Item 

4. Amount 
Remainin
g 

5. Line 
Item 

Used Oil 
Recycling 
Fund 

$2,228,000 
($1,128,000 for UNP 
and $1,100,000 for 
URD Grant  
Programs) 

$2,227,956 
($1,128,000 for UNP 
and $1,099,956 for 
URD Grant 
Programs) 

$44 (from the 
URD Grant 
Program 
Cycle) 

Local 
Assistance 

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Scoring Criteria:  UNP Grant (Sixth Cycle) FY 2004/2005 and URD Grant (Fourth 
Cycle) FY 2004/2005 

2. Ranking Order of Passing Applications for UNP Grants (Sixth Cycle) 
3. Ranking Order of Passing Applications for URD Grants (Fourth Cycle) 
4. Resolution Number 2005-154 (For UNP6) 
5. Resolution Number 2005-155 (For URD4) 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:    Jeffrey Lin Phone: (916) 341-6461 

   Bonnie Cornwall         Phone: (916) 341-6424 
B. Legal Staff:          Holly Armstrong Phone: (916) 341-6060 
C. Administration Staff:  Roger Ikemoto Phone: (916) 341-6116 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

Staff had not received any written support at the time this Item was submitted for 
publication. 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this Item was submitted for 
publication. 
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SCORING CRITERIA for Joint Solicitation: Used Oil Nonprofit Grant Program (6th Cycle) FY 
2004/2005 and Research, Testing and Demonstration Grant (4th cycle) FY 2004/2005 

Applicants must score at least seventy (70) of the total possible one-hundred (100) points (70%) to be 
considered for funding. 

GENERAL REVIEW CRITERIA 

Points Description — Points per bulleted item are in parentheses 

Up to 
20 

1. NEED = Grant proposal clearly and convincingly describes and demonstrates why the 
project should be funded (e.g., benefits, end products, etc.). 

• (5) Clearly describes gaps in existing programs, processes or technologies to properly manage 
used oil/filters/containers and substantiates gaps with surveys, other research, or data. 

• (5) Defines the target population, geographic area, economic need or environmental 
considerations that may further justify this project, and convincingly presents the rationale for this 
project compared to others. 

• (5) Convincingly demonstrates, using both narrative and data, how the anticipated outcome of the 
project would increase the collection of used oil/filters/containers. 

• (5) Clearly describes barriers in existing programs, processes or technologies to properly manage 
used oil/filters/containers and substantiates barriers with surveys, other research, or data. 

Up to 
10 

2. GOALS AND OBJECTIVES = Describe what you wish to accomplish by completing this 
grant project. Measurable target(s) that must be met on the way to attaining your goal. 

• (5) Describes how measurable outcome goals will be achieved and compares the predicted 
outcome to baseline data. 

• (5) Describes how the project goals substantially address need, overcome identified barriers, fill 
gaps in services, and/or address identified problems. 

Up to 
20 

3. WORK PLAN = Specific list of all grant-eligible procedures or tasks used to complete your 
project. 

• (5) Activities and tasks described in the Work Plan are well thought out as well as achievable 
within the time frame of the grant and available resources. 

• (5) Proposed activities effectively overcome identified barriers, fill gaps in service, and/or address 
identified problems. 

• (5) Applicant (including its contractors) and cooperating organizations have sufficient staff 
resources, technical expertise, and experience to successfully complete the project. 

• (5) Strategy to fund and/or continue the project after the grant term ends is well thought out and 
effective. 

Up to 
6 

4. EVALUATION = Measures the outcome of your project. 
• (3) Describes clearly how the before and after comparisons will effectively measure goal 

attainment, including the method for evaluating and modifying methods during the project. 
• (3) Explains and justifies statistical tests and methodology to be used, and describes the 

evaluation reports to be produced. 

1 
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SCORING CRITERIA for Joint Solicitation:  Used Oil Nonprofit Grant Program (6th Cycle) FY 
2004/2005 and Research, Testing and Demonstration Grant (4th cycle) FY 2004/2005 

Applicants must score at least seventy (70) of the total possible one-hundred (100) points (70%) to be 
considered for funding. 

GENERAL REVIEW CRITERIA 
Points Description – Points per bulleted item are in parentheses 

Up to 
20 

1. NEED = Grant proposal clearly and convincingly describes and demonstrates why the 
project should be funded (e.g., benefits, end products, etc.). 

 
• (5) Clearly describes gaps in existing programs, processes or technologies to properly manage 

used oil/filters/containers and substantiates gaps with surveys, other research, or data.   
• (5) Defines the target population, geographic area, economic need or environmental 

considerations that may further justify this project, and convincingly presents the rationale for this 
project compared to others.  

• (5) Convincingly demonstrates, using both narrative and data, how the anticipated outcome of the 
project would increase the collection of used oil/filters/containers. 

• (5) Clearly describes barriers in existing programs, processes or technologies to properly manage 
used oil/filters/containers and substantiates barriers with surveys, other research, or data.   

 

Up to 
10 

2. GOALS AND OBJECTIVES = Describe what you wish to accomplish by completing this 
grant project.  Measurable target(s) that must be met on the way to attaining your goal.  

 
• (5) Describes how measurable outcome goals will be achieved and compares the predicted 

outcome to baseline data. 
• (5) Describes how the project goals substantially address need, overcome identified barriers, fill 

gaps in services, and/or address identified problems.    
 

Up to 
20 

3. WORK PLAN = Specific list of all grant-eligible procedures or tasks used to complete your 
project.  

 
• (5) Activities and tasks described in the Work Plan are well thought out as well as achievable 

within the time frame of the grant and available resources. 
• (5) Proposed activities effectively overcome identified barriers, fill gaps in service, and/or address 

identified problems. 
• (5) Applicant (including its contractors) and cooperating organizations have sufficient staff 

resources, technical expertise, and experience to successfully complete the project. 
• (5) Strategy to fund and/or continue the project after the grant term ends is well thought out and 

effective.  
 

Up to 
6 

4. EVALUATION = Measures the outcome of your project.  
• (3) Describes clearly how the before and after comparisons will effectively measure goal 

attainment, including the method for evaluating and modifying methods during the project. 
• (3) Explains and justifies statistical tests and methodology to be used, and describes the 

evaluation reports to be produced. 
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Up to 
12 

5. BUDGET = Costs (dollar figure) associated with activities necessary to complete the 
project. 

• (6) Proposed budget is reasonable and complete relative to costs associated with activities/tasks 
outlined in the narrative and Work Plan. 

• (6) Proposed budget is cost-effective relative to proposed activities and outcomes. Includes any 
cost savings derived from in-kind services, recycling options, use of existing promotional 
materials, etc. Keeps budget items for managerial, contingency, or miscellaneous costs to a 
minimum. 

Up to 
7 

6. APPLICATION COMPLETENESS, LETTERS OF SUPPORT, EXPERIENCE, ETC. 

• (3) Proposal includes required forms, appropriate signatures, and Exhibits (Application Cover 
Sheet, Resolution, Work Plan, Budget, Environmental Justice Certification, Cost Estimates, 
Unreliable Contractor Certification, and Permit Checklist --if required). 

• (2) Letters of support for the project demonstrate the need for the project and/or active 
involvement of cooperating businesses or organizations. 

• (2) Grant proposal is clearly and succinctly presented. 

Up to 
10 

7. EVIDENCE OF A RECYCLED-CONTENT PURCHASING POLICY OR 
DIRECTIVE. 

Applicant provides evidence that a recycled content policy is in place or evidence to show that a 
policy will be adopted during the application period that requires the Grantee to purchase recycled-
content products, recycled or reused products, such as re-refined oil, recycled-content paper, or use 
of compost and mulch, and other "green" products or materials, or engages in other waste reduction 
activities where appropriate and feasible. Applicant will be awarded points if: 

• (3) Policy is in place or has been adopted during the application period by the applicant, or its 
governing body. 

• (3) Applicant, or its governing body, can provide evidence (i.e. invoices) of sustainable recycled-
content product (RCP) purchasing practices within the past year. 

• (2) Applicant, or its governing body, can provide evidence of environmental sustainable business 
practices within the past year. 

• (2) Applicant, or its governing body, proposes to evaluate its RCP purchasing policy annually. 
Evaluation should address the positive and negative features, including a plan to increase the 
percentage of RCP. 

85 TOTAL POSSIBLE GENERAL REVIEW CRITERIA POINTS 

2 
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Up to 
12 

5. BUDGET = Costs (dollar figure) associated with activities necessary to complete the 
project.   

 
• (6) Proposed budget is reasonable and complete relative to costs associated with activities/tasks 

outlined in the narrative and Work Plan. 
• (6) Proposed budget is cost-effective relative to proposed activities and outcomes.  Includes any 

cost savings derived from in-kind services, recycling options, use of existing promotional 
materials, etc.  Keeps budget items for managerial, contingency, or miscellaneous costs to a 
minimum. 

 
Up to 

7 
6. APPLICATION COMPLETENESS, LETTERS OF SUPPORT, EXPERIENCE, ETC. 

 
• (3) Proposal includes required forms, appropriate signatures, and Exhibits (Application Cover 

Sheet, Resolution, Work Plan, Budget, Environmental Justice Certification, Cost Estimates, 
Unreliable Contractor Certification, and Permit Checklist --if required). 

• (2) Letters of support for the project demonstrate the need for the project and/or active 
involvement of cooperating businesses or organizations.  

• (2) Grant proposal is clearly and succinctly presented. 
 

Up to 
10 

7. EVIDENCE OF A RECYCLED-CONTENT PURCHASING POLICY OR 
DIRECTIVE.   

 
Applicant provides evidence that a recycled content policy is in place or evidence to show that a 
policy will be adopted during the application period that requires the Grantee to purchase recycled-
content products, recycled or reused products, such as re-refined oil, recycled-content paper, or use 
of compost and mulch, and other “green” products or materials, or engages in other waste reduction 
activities where appropriate and feasible.  Applicant will be awarded points if: 

 
• (3) Policy is in place or has been adopted during the application period by the applicant, or its 

governing body. 
• (3) Applicant, or its governing body, can provide evidence (i.e. invoices) of sustainable recycled-

content product (RCP) purchasing practices within the past year. 
• (2) Applicant, or its governing body, can provide evidence of environmental sustainable business 

practices within the past year. 
• (2) Applicant, or its governing body, proposes to evaluate its RCP purchasing policy annually.  

Evaluation should address the positive and negative features, including a plan to increase the 
percentage of RCP. 

  

85 TOTAL POSSIBLE GENERAL REVIEW CRITERIA POINTS 
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PROGRAM CRITERIA: 

Up to 
10 

Priority Program Criteria listed below. To receive up to ten additional points, application 
must specify only one of the following priority criteria within the appropriate grant program for 
which you are applying, either Non-profit or Research, Testing and Demonstration. 

NONPROFIT Priority Program Criteria 

A. Project develops partnerships with auto parts and retail stores that sell lubricating oil to collect used 
oil filters from the public. 

B. Project employs Community-Based Social Marketing techniques to educate the public, targeting 
immigrants, about local used oil and oil filter collection opportunities. 

C. Project develops programs at marinas that include at least one of the following: 

➢ Collection and recycling of used oil, oily bilge pads and oil filters from boaters; 

➢ Development of used oil and filter collection infrastructure; 

D. Project promotes used oil and filter recycling to small businesses that qualify as Conditionally 
Exempt Small Quantity Generators, including but not limited to businesses in the automotive, 
trucking, construction and landscaping/maintenance service sectors. 

RESEARCH, TESTING AND DEMONSTRATION Priority Program Criteria 

A. Project demonstrates, tests or researches a technique, process, market, or product resulting from the 
recycling of used oil, oil filters or used oil plastic containers. 

B. Project employs Community-Based Social Marketing strategies to educate the public, targeting 
immigrants, about local used oil and oil filter collection opportunities. 

C. Project promotes oil source reduction strategies (including, but not limited to the lease of hydrogen 
fuel cell vehicles, extending oil change intervals, and advocating the use of mass transit) while also 
promoting used oil and filter recycling. 

D. Project establishes an agricultural used oil and/or oil filter collection program for small acreage 
growers including a needs assessment, the development of collection infrastructure and an outreach 
/education campaign. 

General Program Criteria for both NON-PROFIT and RESEARCH, TESTING AND 
DEMONSTRATION GRANTS 

5 Applicant did not receive a UNP5 or URD3 Grant Award for a project targeting the proposed 
location or community. 

15 TOTAL POSSIBLE PROGRAM CRITERIA POINTS 

100 
TOTAL POSSIBLE SCORE 

(Total of General Review Criteria and Program Criteria Points) 

3 
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PROGRAM CRITERIA:   
Up to 

10 
Priority Program Criteria listed below.  To receive up to ten additional points, application 
must specify only one of the following priority criteria within the appropriate grant program for 
which you are applying, either Non-profit or Research, Testing and Demonstration.   

 NONPROFIT  Priority Program Criteria 

 A. Project develops partnerships with auto parts and retail stores that sell lubricating oil to collect used 
oil filters from the public.  

 B. Project employs Community-Based Social Marketing techniques to educate the public, targeting 
immigrants, about local used oil and oil filter collection opportunities.  

 C. Project develops programs at marinas that include at least one of the following: 
 Collection and recycling of used oil, oily bilge pads and oil filters from boaters; 
 Development of used oil and filter collection infrastructure;  

 D. Project promotes used oil and filter recycling to small businesses that qualify as Conditionally 
Exempt Small Quantity Generators, including but not limited to businesses in the automotive, 
trucking, construction and landscaping/maintenance service sectors.  

 RESEARCH, TESTING AND DEMONSTRATION Priority Program Criteria 

 A. Project demonstrates, tests or researches a technique, process, market, or product resulting from the 
recycling of used oil, oil filters or used oil plastic containers. 

 B. Project employs Community-Based Social Marketing strategies to educate the public, targeting 
immigrants, about local used oil and oil filter collection opportunities.  

 C. Project promotes oil source reduction strategies (including, but not limited to the lease of hydrogen 
fuel cell vehicles, extending oil change intervals, and advocating the use of mass transit) while also 
promoting used oil and filter recycling. 

 D. Project establishes an agricultural used oil and/or oil filter collection program for small acreage 
growers including a needs assessment, the development of collection infrastructure and an outreach 
/education campaign. 

General Program Criteria for both NON-PROFIT and RESEARCH, TESTING AND 
DEMONSTRATION GRANTS 
 

5  Applicant did not receive a UNP5 or URD3 Grant Award for a project targeting the proposed 
location or community.   

15 TOTAL POSSIBLE PROGRAM CRITERIA POINTS 

100 
TOTAL POSSIBLE SCORE  
(Total of General Review Criteria and Program Criteria Points) 
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• of Kamung uraer or passing Applications Tor uril'  urants ( Ian Cycle)  

Geogrph Priority Funds Recommended 
Applicant Name Location Criteria Requested Funding Running Total  

'California State University San Marcos Foundation So Cal B $200,000.00 $194,347.00 $194,347.00  

Conduct a Community Based Social Marketing (CBSM) study to identify barriers to used oil recycling targeting recent immigrants, 
particularly Spanish-speaking immigrants, through focus groups and survey work, and design an intervention tool to remove the 
identified barriers.  
I Love a Clean San Diego So Cal B $200,000.00 $177,281.00 $371,628.00  

Utilize CBSM in a marketing campaign in both English and Spanish targeting Do It Yourselfers (DIY'ers) in San Diego County's South 
Bay area.  
Community Action Commission of Santa Barbara $199,959.00 $160,770.00 
County So Cal B $532,398.00  

1) Conduct a CBSM campaign targeting Hispanic immigrants and DIY'ers through door-to-door marketing, 2) Conducting an oil filter 
exchange program and 3) Partner with auto retail parts stores emphasizing oil filter disposal.  
Chinese Christian Herald Crusades, Inc. So Cal B $97,468.00 $87,163.00 $619,561.00  

Utilize CBSM in a marketing campaign through outreach activities, media channels and a collection event targeting Cantonese-speaking 
immigrants in Los Angeles County.  
Santa Monica Bay Restoration Foundation So Cal C $199,620.00 $152,620.00 $772,181.00  

Expand and maintain a used oil bilge pad exchange program for marinas in Los Angeles and Ventura Counties.  
Community Services & Employment Training, Inc. NorCal A $199,952.00 $186,176.00 $958,357.00  

Develop partnerships with auto parts and retail stores selling lubricating oil in urban areas of Tulare County to collect used oil filters from 
consumers.  
California Dump Truck Owners Association So Cal D $199,889.00 $169,643.00 $1,128,000.00  
Utilize CBSM to educate Latino truckers on safely recycling used oil and filters through focus groups and a culturally sensitive outreach 
campaign.  

Total $1,296,888.00 $1,128,000.00 $1,128,000.00  

Passing Proposals Below Current Geogrph Priority 
Funding Allocation Levels** Location Criteria 

Solana Center for Environmental Innovation So Cal A $198,887.00 $195,195.00 

Expand working partnership with Kragen Auto Parts stores to increase used oil filter collection.  
Sports Car Club of America NorCal B $199,972.00 $199,972.00 

Conduct a CBSM program targeting young ethnic groups aged 16-24 through high impact motor sports.  
Community Environmental Council So Cal C $192,756.00 $192,756.00 

Enhance collection opportunities for used oil, oil filters and oily bilge pads at Santa Barbara Harbor.  
Save Our Shores So Cal C $195,457.00 $180,757.00 

Expand options available to boaters in cleaning up used oil through oil-water separators and boat bilges.  

**Due to current funds available, no funding recommendations are being made at this time for these passing 
applications. In the event that a Grant agreement cannot be entered into with a proposed grantee(s), or if additional 
funds become available for the Grant Cycle, those funds shall be used to award grants to the next highest ranked applicant. 

Note: The Priority Criteria representing each of the passing proposals is designated by the following letters: 
A: Auto Parts/Retail Store Partnerships collecting used oil filters 
B: Community Based Social Marketing targeting immigrant/English as a second language 
C: Marina Oil Collection and/or infrastructure 
D: Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generators 

. •••• • • A ill .1•• A • 
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California State University San Marcos Foundation So Cal B $200,000.00 $194,347.00 $194,347.00

I Love a Clean San Diego So Cal B $200,000.00 $177,281.00 $371,628.00

Community Action Commission of Santa Barbara 
County So Cal B

$199,959.00 $160,770.00 
$532,398.00

Chinese Christian Herald Crusades, Inc. So Cal B $97,468.00 $87,163.00 $619,561.00

Santa Monica Bay Restoration Foundation So Cal C $199,620.00 $152,620.00 $772,181.00

Community Services & Employment Training, Inc. NorCal A $199,952.00 $186,176.00 $958,357.00

California Dump Truck Owners Association So Cal D $199,889.00 $169,643.00 $1,128,000.00

Total $1,296,888.00 $1,128,000.00 $1,128,000.00

Passing Proposals Below Current 
Funding Allocation Levels**

Geogrph 
Location

Priority 
Criteria

Solana Center for Environmental Innovation So Cal A $198,887.00 $195,195.00 

Sports Car Club of America NorCal B $199,972.00 $199,972.00 

Community Environmental Council So Cal C $192,756.00 $192,756.00 

Save Our Shores So Cal C $195,457.00 $180,757.00 

**Due to current funds available, no funding recommendations are being made at this time for these passing 
applications.  In the event that a Grant agreement cannot be entered into with a proposed grantee(s), or if additional
funds become available for the Grant Cycle, those funds shall be used to award grants to the next highest ranked applicant.

Note:  The Priority Criteria representing each of the passing proposals is designated by the following letters:
A:  Auto Parts/Retail Store Partnerships collecting used oil filters
B:  Community Based Social Marketing targeting immigrant/English as a second language
C:  Marina Oil Collection and/or infrastructure
D:  Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generators

Expand options available to boaters in cleaning up used oil through oil-water separators and boat bilges.

Expand working partnership with Kragen Auto Parts stores to increase used oil filter collection.

Conduct a CBSM program targeting young ethnic groups aged 16-24 through high impact motor sports.

Develop partnerships with auto parts and retail stores selling lubricating oil in urban areas of Tulare County to collect used oil filters from 
consumers.

Utilize CBSM to educate Latino truckers on safely recycling used oil and filters through focus groups and a culturally sensitive outreach 
campaign.

Utilize CBSM in a marketing campaign in both English and Spanish targeting Do It Yourselfers (DIY'ers) in San Diego County's South 
Bay area.

1) Conduct a CBSM campaign targeting Hispanic immigrants and DIY'ers through door-to-door marketing, 2) Conducting an oil filter 
exchange program and 3) Partner with auto retail parts stores emphasizing oil filter disposal.

Enhance collection opportunities for used oil, oil filters and oily bilge pads at Santa Barbara Harbor.

Expand and maintain a used oil bilge pad exchange program for marinas in Los Angeles and Ventura Counties.

Geogrph 
Location

Priority 
Criteria

Utilize CBSM in a marketing campaign through outreach activities, media channels and a collection event targeting Cantonese-speaking 
immigrants in Los Angeles County.

Ranking Order of Passing Applications for UNP Grants ( 6th Cycle)

Applicant Name
Funds 

Requested
Recommended 

Funding Running Total

Conduct a Community Based Social Marketing (CBSM) study to identify barriers to used oil recycling targeting recent immigrants, 
particularly Spanish-speaking immigrants, through focus groups and survey work, and design an intervention tool to remove the 
identified barriers.
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Ranking Order of Passing Applications for URD Grants (4th Cycle) 

Applicant Name 
Geogrph 
Location 

Funds 
Requested 

Recommended 
Funding Running Total 

IC2: Alternative Services Nor Cal $300,000.00 $300,000.00 $300,000.00 

Project employs community based social marketing strategies targeting immigrants about local used oil/filter disposal. 
California Stationary Fuel Cell Collaborative Nor Cal $300,000.00 $300,000.00 $600,000.00 

Project promotes oil source reduction strategies through public outreach using a hydrogen fuel cell vehicle and the operation of a 
hydrogen refueling station after the installation at the Cal EPA building, 1001 I St., Sacramento. Public outreach efforts will be 
conducted through the membership of the Collaborative, as well as in close cooperation with the CA Fuel Cell Partnership. 

S. Groner Associates, Inc. So Cal $289,985.00 $889,985.00 00985  $289 , . 

Project employs community based social marketing strategies targeting immigrants about local used oil/filter disposal. 
CSK Auto, Inc. So Cal $209,971.00 $209,971.00 $1,099,956.00 
Project demonstrates the recycling of used oil and plastic containers at auto part stores. 
Total $1,099,956.00 $1,099,956.00 $1,099,956.00 

Passing Proposals Below Current Funding 
Allocation Levels* 

Geogrph 
Location 

CSU Hayward Foundation Nor Cal 
$199,901.00 $199,901.00 

Promotes proper used oil disposal and oil source reduction messages through the television shows. 

*Due to current funding availability, no recommendation is being made to fund this grantee at this time. 
In the event that a Grant agreement cannot be entered into with a proposed grantee, or if additional 

funds become available for the Grant Cycle, those funds shall be used to award grants to the next highest ranked 
applicant. 
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C2:  Alternative Services Nor Cal $300,000.00 $300,000.00 $300,000.00

California Stationary Fuel Cell  Collaborative Nor Cal $300,000.00 $300,000.00 $600,000.00

S. Groner Associates, Inc. So Cal $289,985.00 $289,985.00 $889,985.00

CSK Auto, Inc. So Cal $209,971.00 $209,971.00 $1,099,956.00

Total $1,099,956.00 $1,099,956.00 $1,099,956.00

Passing Proposals Below Current Funding 
Allocation Levels*

Geogrph 
Location

CSU Hayward Foundation Nor Cal
$199,901.00 $199,901.00 

*Due to current funding availability, no recommendation is being made to fund this grantee at this time.
In the event that a Grant agreement cannot be entered into with a proposed grantee, or if additional
 funds become available for the Grant Cycle, those funds shall be used to award grants to the next highest ranked 
applicant.

Promotes proper used oil disposal and oil source reduction messages through the television shows. 

Running Total

Project employs community based social marketing strategies targeting immigrants about local used oil/filter disposal.

Project promotes oil source reduction strategies through public outreach using a hydrogen fuel cell vehicle and the operation of a 
hydrogen refueling station after the installation at the Cal EPA building, 1001 I St., Sacramento. Public outreach efforts will be 
conducted through the membership of the Collaborative, as well as in close cooperation with the CA Fuel Cell Partnership. 

Project employs community based social marketing strategies targeting immigrants about local used oil/filter disposal.

Project demonstrates the recycling of used oil and plastic containers at auto part stores.

Geogrph 
Location

Ranking Order of Passing Applications for URD Grants (4th Cycle)

Applicant Name
Funds 

Requested
Recommended 

Funding
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-154 

Consideration Of The Grant Awards For The Used Oil Nonprofit Grant Program (Sixth Cycle) 
FY 2004/2005 (Used Oil Recycling Fund) 

WHEREAS, the California Oil Recycling Enhancement Act requires the California Integrated 
Waste Management Board (Board) to adopt a used oil recycling program which promotes and 
develops alternatives to the illegal disposal of used oil; and 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 48632 (b) authorizes the Board to issue grants to 
nonprofit organizations, and 

WHEREAS, on December 14-15, 2004, the Board approved the Scoring Criteria and Evaluation 
Process for the Used Oil Nonprofit Grants (Sixth Cycle); and 

WHEREAS, Board staff solicited applications for the Used Oil Nonprofit Grants (Sixth Cycle) 
from December 20, 2004 to March 15, 2005; and 

WHEREAS, a total of sixteen (16) Used Oil Nonprofit Grant applications were received by the 
final filing date of March 15, 2005; and 

WHEREAS, of the sixteen (16) applications, a total of two (2) applications were submitted for 
Priority Program Criteria A (Auto Parts/Retail Store Partnerships to collect used oil filters); nine 
(9) applications were submitted for Priority Program Criteria B (Community Based Social 
Marketing targeting immigrant/English as a second language ); four (4) applications were 
submitted for Priority Program Criteria C (Marina oil collection and/or infrastructure); and one 
(1) application was submitted for Priority Program Criteria D (Conditionally Exempt Small 
Quantity Generators); and 

WHEREAS, the Board stated that it would fund at least one (1) passing proposal for each of the 
four (4) program priority criteria; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff reviewed and evaluated all grant proposals based on the 
aforementioned criteria resulting in eleven (11) passing applications for the Used Oil Nonprofit 
Grant Program (Sixth Cycle); and 

WHEREAS, the sum of one—million, one-hundred twenty-eight thousand dollars ($1,128,000) 
from the Used Oil Fund has been allocated for the Used Oil Nonprofit Grant Program for FY 
2004/2005; 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-154 

Consideration Of The Grant Awards For The Used Oil Nonprofit Grant Program (Sixth Cycle) 
FY 2004/2005 (Used Oil Recycling Fund) 
 
WHEREAS, the California Oil Recycling Enhancement Act requires the California Integrated 
Waste Management Board (Board) to adopt a used oil recycling program which promotes and 
develops alternatives to the illegal disposal of used oil; and 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 48632 (b) authorizes the Board to issue grants to 
nonprofit organizations, and 
 
WHEREAS, on December 14-15, 2004, the Board approved the Scoring Criteria and Evaluation 
Process for the Used Oil Nonprofit Grants (Sixth Cycle); and 
 
WHEREAS, Board staff solicited applications for the Used Oil Nonprofit Grants (Sixth Cycle) 
from December 20, 2004 to March 15, 2005; and 
 
WHEREAS, a total of sixteen (16) Used Oil Nonprofit Grant applications were received by the 
final filing date of March 15, 2005; and 
 
WHEREAS, of the sixteen (16) applications, a total of two (2) applications were submitted for 
Priority Program Criteria A (Auto Parts/Retail Store Partnerships to collect used oil filters); nine 
(9) applications were submitted for Priority Program Criteria B (Community Based Social 
Marketing targeting immigrant/English as a second language ); four (4) applications were 
submitted for Priority Program Criteria C (Marina oil collection and/or infrastructure); and one 
(1) application was submitted for Priority Program Criteria D (Conditionally Exempt Small 
Quantity Generators); and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board stated that it would fund at least one (1) passing proposal for each of the 
four (4) program priority criteria; and 
 
WHEREAS, Board staff reviewed and evaluated all grant proposals based on the 
aforementioned criteria resulting in eleven (11) passing applications for the Used Oil Nonprofit 
Grant Program (Sixth Cycle); and  
 
WHEREAS, the sum of one–million, one-hundred twenty-eight thousand dollars ($1,128,000) 
from the Used Oil Fund has been allocated for the Used Oil Nonprofit Grant Program for FY 
2004/2005; 
 
 

(over) 
 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs staff to develop and enter 
into Grant Agreements with the proposed Grantees as set forth below in List A; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the award of each Grant is 
conditioned upon the return by the proposed Grantee of a complete and executed Grant Agreement 
within ninety (90) days of the date of the mailing of the agreement package by the Board; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the award of each Grant is further 
conditioned upon full payment within ninety (90) days of today's date of any outstanding debt 
owed by the proposed Grantee to the Board; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the 
award of Used Oil Nonprofit Grant Program (Sixth Cycle) FY 2004/2005 Grants for a total of 
one million one hundred twenty eight thousand dollars ($1,128,000), from allocated FY 
2004/2005 funds to the applicants, and in the amounts indicated, below (List A), in order of 
program priority criterion and/or ranking: 

LIST A 

Funding Recommendations For The Used Oil Nonprofit Grant Program (Sixth Cycle) At Current 
Allocation Levels 

Applicant Recommended Award 

Priority Program Criteria A (Auto Parts/Retail Store Partnerships) 
Community Services & Employment Training, Inc. $186,176 

Priority Program Criteria B (CBSM Targeting Immigrants) 
California State University, San Marcos Foundation $194,347 
I Love a Clean San Diego $177,281 
Community Action Commission of Santa Barbara County $160,770 
Chinese Christian Herald Crusades, Inc. $ 87,163 

Priority Program Criteria C (Marina Oil Collection) 
Santa Monica Bay Restoration Foundation $152,620 

Priority Program Criteria D (Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity 
Generators) 
California Dump Truck Owners Association $169,643 

TOTAL $1,128,000 

; and 

(Next page) 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs staff to develop and enter 
into Grant Agreements with the proposed Grantees as set forth below in List A; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the award of each Grant is 
conditioned upon the return by the proposed Grantee of a complete and executed Grant Agreement 
within ninety (90) days of the date of the mailing of the agreement package by the Board; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the award of each Grant is further 
conditioned upon full payment within ninety (90) days of today’s date of any outstanding debt 
owed by the proposed Grantee to the Board; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the 
award of Used Oil Nonprofit Grant Program (Sixth Cycle) FY 2004/2005 Grants for a total of 
one million one hundred twenty eight thousand dollars ($1,128,000), from allocated FY 
2004/2005 funds to the applicants, and in the amounts indicated, below (List A), in order of 
program priority criterion and/or ranking:   
 

LIST A 
 
Funding Recommendations For The Used Oil Nonprofit Grant Program (Sixth Cycle) At Current 

Allocation Levels 
 

 
Applicant            Recommended Award  
Priority Program Criteria A (Auto Parts/Retail Store Partnerships) 
Community Services & Employment Training, Inc.    $186,176 
 
Priority Program Criteria B (CBSM Targeting Immigrants) 
California State University, San Marcos Foundation    $194,347  
I Love a Clean San Diego       $177,281 
Community Action Commission of Santa Barbara County   $160,770 
Chinese Christian Herald Crusades, Inc.     $  87,163 
 
Priority Program Criteria C (Marina Oil Collection)
Santa Monica Bay Restoration Foundation     $152,620 
 
Priority Program Criteria D (Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity 
Generators)
California Dump Truck Owners Association     $169,643

 
TOTAL         $1,128,000 
; and 

(Next page) 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Board hereby approves the 
ranking and award in rank order to the following projects (List B) should funds become 
available: 

LIST B 

Funding Recommendations Beyond Current Allocation Levels 

Applicant Recommended Award 

Solana Center for Environmental Innovation $195,195 
Sports Car Club of America $199,972 
Community Environmental Council $192,756 
Save Our Shores $180,757 

TOTAL $768,680 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 

of a 

Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Board hereby approves the 
ranking and award in rank order to the following projects (List B) should funds become 
available: 

LIST B 

Funding Recommendations Beyond Current Allocation Levels 

Applicant         Recommended Award 
Solana Center for Environmental Innovation     $195,195 
Sports Car Club of America       $199,972 
Community Environmental Council      $192,756 
Save Our Shores        $180,757 
 
TOTAL         $768,680 

 
CERTIFICATION 

 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-155 

Consideration Of The Grant Awards For The Used Oil Research, Testing And Demonstration 
Grant Program (Fourth Cycle) FY 2004/2005 (Used Oil Recycling Fund) 

WHEREAS, the California Oil Recycling Enhancement Act requires the California Integrated 
Waste Management Board (Board) to adopt a used oil recycling program which promotes and 
develops alternatives to the illegal disposal of used oil; and 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 48632 (b) authorizes the Board to issue grants to 
nonprofit organizations, government agencies, and businesses for Research, Testing and 
Demonstration Grants; and 

WHEREAS, on December 14-15, 2004, the Board approved the Scoring Criteria and Evaluation 
Process for the Used Oil Research, Testing And Demonstration Grants (Fourth Cycle); and 

WHEREAS, Board staff solicited applications for the Used Oil Research, Testing And 
Demonstration Grants (Fourth Cycle) from December 20, 2004 to March 15, 2005; and 

WHEREAS, a total of nine (9) Used Oil Research, Testing And Demonstration Grant 
applications were received by the final filing date of March 15, 2005; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff reviewed and evaluated all grant proposals based on the 
aforementioned criteria resulting in five (5) passing applications for the Used Oil Research, 
Testing And Demonstration Grants (Fourth Cycle); and 

WHEREAS, the sum of one million one hundred thousand dollars ($1,100,000) was allocated 
from the Used Oil Fund for the Used Oil Research, Testing and Demonstration Grant Program 
for FY 2004/2005; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs staff to develop and enter 
into Grant Agreements with the proposed Grantees as set forth below (List A); and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the award of each Grant is 
conditioned upon the return by the proposed Grantee of a complete and executed Grant 
Agreement within ninety (90) days of the mailing of the agreement package by the Board; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the award of each Grant is further 
conditioned upon full payment within (90) days of today's date of any outstanding debt owed by 
the proposed Grantee to the Board; and 

(over) 
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Board Meeting  Agenda Item 1 
June 14-15, 2005  Attachment 5  

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-155 

Consideration Of The Grant Awards For The Used Oil Research, Testing And Demonstration 
Grant Program (Fourth Cycle) FY 2004/2005 (Used Oil Recycling Fund) 
 
WHEREAS, the California Oil Recycling Enhancement Act requires the California Integrated 
Waste Management Board (Board) to adopt a used oil recycling program which promotes and 
develops alternatives to the illegal disposal of used oil; and 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 48632 (b) authorizes the Board to issue grants to 
nonprofit organizations, government agencies, and businesses for Research, Testing and 
Demonstration Grants; and 
 
WHEREAS, on December 14-15, 2004, the Board approved the Scoring Criteria and Evaluation 
Process for the Used Oil Research, Testing And Demonstration Grants (Fourth Cycle); and 
 
WHEREAS, Board staff solicited applications for the Used Oil Research, Testing And 
Demonstration Grants (Fourth Cycle) from December 20, 2004 to March 15, 2005; and  
 
WHEREAS, a total of nine (9) Used Oil Research, Testing And Demonstration Grant 
applications were received by the final filing date of March 15, 2005; and  
 
WHEREAS, Board staff reviewed and evaluated all grant proposals based on the 
aforementioned criteria resulting in five (5) passing applications for the Used Oil Research, 
Testing And Demonstration Grants (Fourth Cycle); and  
 
WHEREAS, the sum of one million one hundred thousand dollars ($1,100,000) was allocated 
from the Used Oil Fund for the Used Oil Research, Testing and Demonstration Grant Program 
for FY 2004/2005; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs staff to develop and enter 
into Grant Agreements with the proposed Grantees as set forth below (List A); and  
  
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the award of each Grant is 
conditioned upon the return by the proposed Grantee of a complete and executed Grant 
Agreement within ninety (90) days of the mailing of the agreement package by the Board; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the award of each Grant is further 
conditioned upon full payment within (90) days of today’s date of any outstanding debt owed by 
the proposed Grantee to the Board; and 
 

(over)



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the 
award of the Used Oil Research, Testing And Demonstration Grants (Fourth Cycle) FY 
2004/2005 Grants for a total of one-million, ninety-nine thousand nine-hundred fifty-six dollars 
($1,099,956), from allocated FY 2004/2005 funds to the applicants, and in the amounts indicated 
below (List A), in order of program priority criterion and ranking: 

LIST A 

Funding Recommendations for the Used Oil Research, Testing, And Demonstration Grants 
(Fourth Cycle) FY 2004/2005 At Current Allocation Levels 

Applicant Recommended Award 
C2 Alternative Services $ 300,000 
California Stationary Fuel Cell Collaborative $ 300,000 
S. Groner Associates $ 289,985 
CSK Auto, Inc. $ 209,971 

TOTAL $1,099,956 

; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Board hereby approves the 
ranking and award in rank order to the following project (List B) should funds become available: 

LIST B 

Funding Recommendations Beyond Current Allocation Levels 

Applicant Recommended Award 
CSU Hayward Foundation $199,901 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the 
award of the Used Oil Research, Testing And Demonstration Grants (Fourth Cycle) FY 
2004/2005 Grants for a total of one-million, ninety-nine thousand nine-hundred fifty-six dollars 
($1,099,956), from allocated FY 2004/2005 funds to the applicants, and in the amounts indicated 
below (List A), in order of program priority criterion and ranking: 
 

LIST A 
 

Funding Recommendations for the Used Oil Research, Testing, And Demonstration Grants 
(Fourth Cycle) FY 2004/2005 At Current Allocation Levels 

 
Applicant        Recommended Award 
C2:  Alternative Services       $   300,000 
California Stationary Fuel Cell Collaborative    $   300,000 
S. Groner Associates         $   289,985 
CSK Auto, Inc.          $   209,971 
 
TOTAL               $1,099,956 
 
; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Board hereby approves the 
ranking and award in rank order to the following project (List B) should funds become available: 
 

LIST B 
 

Funding Recommendations Beyond Current Allocation Levels 
 

Applicant         Recommended Award 
CSU Hayward Foundation       $199,901 
 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

June 14-15, 2005 

AGENDA ITEM 2 (Revised) 

Of Scope Of Work And Contractor For The Used Oil Source Reduction Study 
Request To Decrease The Contract By $35,000 (FY 2004/2005 Used Oil Fund Contract 

Number 0-1) 

ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
It is currently unknown whether California automobile owners change the motor oil in 
their vehicles more often than, less often than, or in accordance with their auto 
manufacturer specifications. This contract will determine whether California vehicle 
owners are changing their motor oil more frequently than necessary and indicate whether 
a need exists to educate the public about following auto manufacturer-recommended oil 
change intervals. The ultimate goal of this project is to eliminate unnecessary oil 
consumption by vehicle owners. 
During this project, the Contractor will: 
• Survey a statistically valid random sampling of California car owners and lessees to 

determine their motor oil change frequency behavior and their barriers to extending 
oil change intervals; 

• Interview lube to determine the intervals for quick mechanics average oil change vehicles 
they-sewiee-and-their-attitudes-about-extending-eil-ehange-inteiwals-for-autemobiles; 
Based on survey responses, develop several motivational extended oil change interval 
messages and conduct focus groups with car owners/lessees to determine their response 
to the different messages; 

• Compare survey respondents' reported oil change intervals with those recommended 
by their auto manufacturers; and 

• Determine whether a public education campaign to promote auto manufacturer-
recommended oil change intervals is needed and if so, which motivational messages 
would be most effective in changing behavior. 

ITEM HISTORY 
At the December 15, 2004 Board Meeting, the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board (Board) approved the Oil Source Reduction Study (Used Oil Recycling Fund 
Contract Concept Number 0-1) with funding in the amount of $85,000. Staff is 
proposing that this amount be decreased to $50,000 to reflect the reduction in the scope 
of this project. The extra funds are proposed to be allocated for the Used Oil Recycling 
Public Education Assessment Contract Concept 0-2, which has been increased in scope. 
Funds must be encumbered by June 30, 2005. 

OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the proposed Scope of Work (Attachment 1), Contractor and revised budget 

totaling $50,000 for the Used Oil Source Reduction Study Contract Concept and 
adopt Resolution Number 2005-156; 

2. Annrove the Revised Scone of Work (Attachment 31. Contractor and revised budget 
totaling $50,000 for the Used Oil Source Reduction Study Contract Concept and 
adopt Resolution Number 2005-156. 
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California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

June 14-15, 2005 
AGENDA ITEM 2 (Revised) 

ITEM 
Consideration Of Scope Of Work And Contractor For The Used Oil Source Reduction Study 
And Request To Decrease The Contract By $35,000 (FY 2004/2005 Used Oil Fund Contract 
Concept Number O-1) 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

It is currently unknown whether California automobile owners change the motor oil in 
their vehicles more often than, less often than, or in accordance with their auto 
manufacturer specifications.  This contract will determine whether California vehicle 
owners are changing their motor oil more frequently than necessary and indicate whether 
a need exists to educate the public about following auto manufacturer-recommended oil 
change intervals.  The ultimate goal of this project is to eliminate unnecessary oil 
consumption by vehicle owners.  
During this project, the Contractor will: 
• Survey a statistically valid random sampling of California car owners and lessees to 

determine their motor oil change frequency behavior and their barriers to extending 
oil change intervals; 

• Interview quick lube mechanics to determine the average oil change intervals for vehicles 
they service and their attitudes about extending oil change intervals for automobiles; 
Based on survey responses, develop several motivational extended oil change interval 
messages and conduct focus groups with car owners/lessees to determine their response 
to the different messages; 

• Compare survey respondents’ reported oil change intervals with those recommended 
by their auto manufacturers; and 

• Determine whether a public education campaign to promote auto manufacturer-
recommended oil change intervals is needed and if so, which motivational messages 
would be most effective in changing behavior.  

 
II. ITEM HISTORY 

At the December 15, 2004 Board Meeting, the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board (Board) approved the Oil Source Reduction Study (Used Oil Recycling Fund 
Contract Concept Number 0-1) with funding in the amount of $85,000.  Staff is 
proposing that this amount be decreased to $50,000 to reflect the reduction in the scope 
of this project.  The extra funds are proposed to be allocated for the Used Oil Recycling 
Public Education Assessment Contract Concept O-2, which has been increased in scope. 
Funds must be encumbered by June 30, 2005. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the proposed Scope of Work (Attachment 1), Contractor and revised budget 

totaling $50,000 for the Used Oil Source Reduction Study Contract Concept and 
adopt Resolution Number 2005-156;  

2. Approve the Revised Scope of Work (Attachment 3), Contractor and revised budget 
totaling $50,000 for the Used Oil Source Reduction Study Contract Concept and 
adopt Resolution Number 2005-156. 



Board Meeting Agenda Item-2 (Revised) 
June 14-15, 2005 

IV.  

V.  

23. Approve the proposed Scope of Work, Contractor and revised budget amount with 
specific changes; or 

34. Disapprove the proposed Scope of Work, Contractor and revised budget amount and 
provide input to staff to present this item for Board consideration at a future meeting. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends Option 1: Approve the Revised Scope of Work, Contractor and revised 
budget for the Used Oil Source Reduction Study Contract Concept and adopt Resolution 
2005-156. 

ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Reduce Oil Consumption 
Before the past few decades, U.S. auto and oil manufacturers universally 
recommended that oil be changed in cars every 3 months or 3,000 miles. But due to 
improvements in engine design and motor oil composition, many auto manufacturers 
today recommend an extended oil change interval of every 5,000 to 7,500 miles 
(depending on the car owner's typical driving conditions) to maintain car warranties. 
Despite the longer oil change interval recommended in their car owner's manual, some 
motorists still adhere to the 3,000 mile oil change interval, causing them to consume 
more motor oil than necessary. Some quick lube and auto shops also promote more 
frequent oil change intervals than those recommended by auto manufacturers. 

Via surveys, this contract will determine the oil change frequency of various California 
car owners/lessees, compare that to the oil change intervals recommended in their car 
owner manuals and determine if there is a discrepancy between the two. In addition, 
focus groups of quick lube mechanics car owners/lessees will be convened to 
determine their attitudes towards several motivational extended oil change interval 
messages the oil change intervals they recommend to their customers and their 

Used Oil Program attitudes-about-extending-eil-ehange-inteiwals-for-autemobiles. staff 
will use this information to determine if there is a need for public education to promote 
adherence to manufacturer-recommended oil change intervals to reduce oil 
consumption. 

Because this is an Inter-Agency Agreement, the Contractor must be another 
California public agency. Used Oil staff identified several potential contractors by 
conducting an internet search of California universities with sociological research 
departments. Potential contractors were asked to submit a brief proposal indicating 
how they would accomplish the goals of this project. The Social and Behavioral 
Research Institute at California State University, San Marcos, was selected as 
Contractor due to the comprehensive scope and cost-effectiveness of its proposal. 

Decrease Funding 
Staff is proposing that the amount of this contract be decreased from $85,000 to 
$50,000 because the original scope of this project has been reduced. The literature 
search and market-testing of extended oil change messages were eliminated from the 
Scope of Work. Staff is proposing that the $35,000 difference be allocated to the 
Used Oil Recycling Public Education Assessment Contract (Contract Concept 
Number 2004-0-2) which has been increased in scope from its original form. 
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23. Approve the proposed Scope of Work, Contractor and revised budget amount with 
specific changes; or 

34. Disapprove the proposed Scope of Work, Contractor and revised budget amount and 
provide input to staff to present this item for Board consideration at a future meeting. 

 
IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends Option 1: Approve the Revised Scope of Work, Contractor and revised 
budget for the Used Oil Source Reduction Study Contract Concept and adopt Resolution 
2005-156.  
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Reduce Oil Consumption 
Before the past few decades, U.S. auto and oil manufacturers universally 
recommended that oil be changed in cars every 3 months or 3,000 miles.  But due to 
improvements in engine design and motor oil composition, many auto manufacturers 
today recommend an extended oil change interval of every 5,000 to 7,500 miles 
(depending on the car owner’s typical driving conditions) to maintain car warranties.  
Despite the longer oil change interval recommended in their car owner’s manual, some 
motorists still adhere to the 3,000 mile oil change interval, causing them to consume 
more motor oil than necessary.  Some quick lube and auto shops also promote more 
frequent oil change intervals than those recommended by auto manufacturers.  
 
Via surveys, this contract will determine the oil change frequency of various California 
car owners/lessees, compare that to the oil change intervals recommended in their car 
owner manuals and determine if there is a discrepancy between the two.  In addition, 
focus groups of quick lube mechanics car owners/lessees will be convened to 
determine their attitudes towards several motivational extended oil change interval 
messages the oil change intervals they recommend to their customers and their 
attitudes about extending oil change intervals for automobiles.  Used Oil Program staff 
will use this information to determine if there is a need for public education to promote 
adherence to manufacturer-recommended oil change intervals to reduce oil 
consumption. 
 
Because this is an Inter-Agency Agreement, the Contractor must be another 
California public agency.  Used Oil staff identified several potential contractors by 
conducting an internet search of California universities with sociological research 
departments.  Potential contractors were asked to submit a brief proposal indicating 
how they would accomplish the goals of this project.  The Social and Behavioral 
Research Institute at California State University, San Marcos, was selected as 
Contractor due to the comprehensive scope and cost-effectiveness of its proposal.  
 
Decrease Funding  
Staff is proposing that the amount of this contract be decreased from $85,000 to 
$50,000 because the original scope of this project has been reduced.  The literature 
search and market-testing of extended oil change messages were eliminated from the 
Scope of Work.  Staff is proposing that the $35,000 difference be allocated to the 
Used Oil Recycling Public Education Assessment Contract (Contract Concept 
Number 2004-0-2) which has been increased in scope from its original form. 
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B. Environmental Issues 
This project will potentially reduce oil consumption by vehicle owners/lessees and 
the illegal disposal of used oil. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
This project will determine whether there is a need to educate the public about following 
their auto manufacturer -recommended oil change intervals to reduce oil consumption. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Potential change in Grantee used oil recycling public education/outreach content. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
1. Funds for this project will come from the Used Oil Recycling Fund. 
2. A total of $50,000 is proposed for this contract. 

F. Legal Issues 
This contract is authorized by Public Resources Code (PRC) §§ 48600 and 48630 et seq. 

G. Environmental Justice 
The Contractor will be contractually required to perform this Contract in a manner 
consistent with the principles of Environmental Justice as defined in PRC § 72000. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This Contract would support the Board's 2001 Strategic Plan as follows: 
Goal 1: This contract will seek data to potentially increase car owner/lessee participation 
in oil conservation and reduce the amount of waste oil generated by car owners. 
Goal 3: This contract will research whether car owners need more information about 
proper oil change intervals to better understand and participate in oil conservation. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 

1. Fund 2. Amount 3. Amount to 4. Amount 5. Line Item 
Source Available Fund Item Remaining 

Used Oil Fund $50,000 $50,000 $ 0 C & P 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Scope of Work for the Used Oil Source Reduction Study 
2.  Resolution Number 2005- 156 (SOW and Contractor) 
3.  Revised Scope of Work for the Used Oil Source Reduction Study as requested by 
Special Waste Committee Chair, Cheryl Peace. 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff: Dana Stokes Phone: (916) 341-6447 
B.  Legal Staff: Holly Armstrong Phone: (916) 341-6060 
C.  Administration Staff: Carol Baker Phone: (916) 341-6105 

Elsie Brenneman Phone: (916) 341-6178 
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B. Environmental Issues 
This project will potentially reduce oil consumption by vehicle owners/lessees and 
the illegal disposal of used oil.   
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
This project will determine whether there is a need to educate the public about following 
their auto manufacturer-recommended oil change intervals to reduce oil consumption.  

 
D. Stakeholder Impacts 

Potential change in Grantee used oil recycling public education/outreach content. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
1. Funds for this project will come from the Used Oil Recycling Fund. 
2. A total of $50,000 is proposed for this contract. 
 

F. Legal Issues 
This contract is authorized by Public Resources Code (PRC) §§ 48600 and 48630 et seq. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
The Contractor will be contractually required to perform this Contract in a manner 
consistent with the principles of Environmental Justice as defined in  PRC § 72000. 
 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This Contract would support the Board’s 2001 Strategic Plan as follows:  
Goal 1: This contract will seek data to potentially increase car owner/lessee participation 
in oil conservation and reduce the amount of waste oil generated by car owners.  
Goal 3: This contract will research whether car owners need more information about 
proper oil change intervals to better understand and participate in oil conservation. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
 
1. Fund 

Source 
2. Amount 

Available 
3. Amount to 

Fund Item 
4. Amount 

Remaining 
5. Line Item 

Used Oil Fund $50,000 $50,000 $ 0 C & P 
 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Scope of Work for the Used Oil Source Reduction Study 
2. Resolution Number 2005- 156 (SOW and Contractor) 
3. Revised Scope of Work for the Used Oil Source Reduction Study as requested by 
Special Waste Committee Chair, Cheryl Peace. 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Dana Stokes Phone:  (916) 341-6447 
B. Legal Staff:  Holly Armstrong Phone:  (916) 341-6060 
C. Administration Staff:  Carol Baker Phone:  (916) 341-6105 

            Elsie Brenneman                              Phone:  (916) 341-6178 
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IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A.  Support 

CIWMB Used Oil Fund grantees support adoption of this project as it will potentially 
reduce the total generation of used oil and consequent illegal disposal of used oil. 

B.  Opposition 
Staff had not received any 
publication. 

written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
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IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

CIWMB Used Oil Fund grantees support adoption of this project as it will potentially 
reduce the total generation of used oil and consequent illegal disposal of used oil. 
 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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California Integrated Waste Management Board 

SCOPE OF WORK 
The Used Oil Source Reduction Study (FY 2004/2005 Used Oil Fund Contract 

Concept Number 0-1) 

I. INTRODUCTION/OBJECTIVES 

The goals of this project are to: 

A. Survey a statistically valid random sampling of California car owners and lessees 
to determine their motor oil change frequency; 

B. Compare survey respondents' reported oil change intervals with those 
recommended by their auto manufacturers; 

C. Interview quick lube mechanics in focus groups to determine their average oil 
change interval for customer vehicles and attitudes about extending oil change 
intervals; and 

D. Determine whether a public education campaign to promote auto manufacturer-
recommended oil change intervals is warranted. 

II. WORK TO BE PERFORM 

The Contractor shall: 

1) Develop a work plan, budget, and final report outline and submit to the Contract 
Manager for approval; 

2) Draft oil change frequency survey and submit to Contract Manager for approval; 
3) Develop methodologies for survey sample selection, focus group selection, and data 

analysis; 
4) Conduct survey of vehicle owners/lessees; 
5) Compile survey results and analyze response data; 
6) Compare survey respondents' reported oil change intervals to those recommended 

by their auto manufacturers; 
7) Conduct focus groups with quick lube mechanics and compile results; 
8) Meet with Contract Manager to discuss survey and focus group results; 
9) Compose quarterly progress reports and a final report; and 
10) Present results to the Special Waste Committee and/or the Board, if requested. 

III. TASKS IDENTIFIED 

All tasks to be performed shall be subject to the Board Contract Manager prior approval. 

Task 1: Contractor shall submit a detailed work plan for this project to the Board 
Contract Manager outlining the action steps and deliverables that the Contractor will 
deliver for the duration of the project. The work plan shall include quarterly meetings 
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California Integrated Waste Management Board 
 

SCOPE OF WORK 
The Used Oil Source Reduction Study (FY 2004/2005 Used Oil Fund Contract 

Concept Number O-1) 
 
I. INTRODUCTION/OBJECTIVES 

 
The goals of this project are to: 

 
A. Survey a statistically valid random sampling of California car owners and lessees 

to determine their motor oil change frequency; 
B. Compare survey respondents’ reported oil change intervals with those 

recommended by their auto manufacturers;  
C. Interview quick lube mechanics in focus groups to determine their average oil 

change interval for customer vehicles and attitudes about extending oil change 
intervals; and 

D. Determine whether a public education campaign to promote auto manufacturer-
recommended oil change intervals is warranted.  

 
II. WORK TO BE PERFORM 

 
The Contractor shall: 
 
1) Develop a work plan, budget, and final report outline and submit to the Contract 

Manager for approval;  
2) Draft oil change frequency survey and submit to Contract Manager for approval; 
3) Develop methodologies for survey sample selection, focus group selection, and data 

analysis; 
4) Conduct survey of vehicle owners/lessees; 
5) Compile survey results and analyze response data;  
6) Compare survey respondents’ reported oil change intervals to those recommended 

by their auto manufacturers;  
7) Conduct focus groups with quick lube mechanics and compile results; 
8) Meet with Contract Manager to discuss survey and focus group results;  
9) Compose quarterly progress reports and a final report; and 
10) Present results to the Special Waste Committee and/or the Board, if requested.   
 

III. TASKS IDENTIFIED 
 
All tasks to be performed shall be subject to the Board Contract Manager prior approval. 
 
Task 1:  Contractor shall submit a detailed work plan for this project to the Board 
Contract Manager outlining the action steps and deliverables that the Contractor will 
deliver for the duration of the project.  The work plan shall include quarterly meetings 

 - 1 - 
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with the Board's Contract Manager to coordinate work activities and implementation and 
one (1) meeting with the Board's Contract Manager in the final quarter to discuss project 
results (these can be in-person or via teleconference). In addition, after determining the 
prescribed format from the Board publications unit, Contractor shall prepare a draft 
outline of the proposed final report. 

Task 2: Contractor shall submit a detailed budget for this project to the Board Contract 
Manager that itemizes the Contractor costs to complete this project. 

Task 3: At the beginning of the contract period, Contractor shall meet with the Contract 
Manager to discuss development and implementation of the project and outcome 
variables. 

Task 4: Contractor shall compose a survey of California car owners and lessees to 
determine (at a minimum): 

• The make, model and year of automobiles they own and/or lease; 
• How frequently the motor oil in their cars is changed; 
• Who changes their motor oil (themselves, quick lube, auto repair shop, dealer, 

shade tree mechanic, other); 
• The information source(s) they use to determine the frequency of their motor 

oil changes; and 
• Whether they are aware of the motor oil change interval specified in their car 

owner's manual. 

The survey shall be subject to the approval of the Contract Manager. 

Task 5: Contractor shall develop methodology of survey sampling subject to Contract 
Manager's review and approval and survey a statistically valid random sampling of 
California car owners and lessees in rural, urban and suburban areas of the state. 

Task 6: Contractor shall compile and analyze survey responses, compare respondents' 
reported motor oil change frequency to their auto manufacturer-recommended oil change 
intervals and determine to what degree respondents adhere to the oil change intervals 
recommended by their auto manufacturer(s). 

Task 7: Contractor shall convene several focus groups of California quick lube 
mechanics from rural, suburban and urban areas of the state to determine their oil change 
frequency practices and attitudes about extending motor oil changes in customer 
automobiles. The number of focus groups shall be approved by the Contract Manager; 

Task 8: Contractor shall meet with Contract Manager to discuss survey respondents' 
reported oil change interval behavior compared to their manufacturer-recommended oil 
change intervals and the quick lube mechanic focus group results. Contractor will 
establish whether or not a need exists for public education promoting extended auto 
manufacturer-recommended oil change intervals in California. 
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with the Board's Contract Manager to coordinate work activities and implementation and 
one (1) meeting with the Board's Contract Manager in the final quarter to discuss project 
results (these can be in-person or via teleconference).  In addition, after determining the 
prescribed format from the Board publications unit, Contractor shall prepare a draft 
outline of the proposed final report. 

Task 2:  Contractor shall submit a detailed budget for this project to the Board Contract 
Manager that itemizes the Contractor costs to complete this project.   

Task 3:  At the beginning of the contract period, Contractor shall meet with the Contract 
Manager to discuss development and implementation of the project and outcome 
variables.  

Task 4:  Contractor shall compose a survey of California car owners and lessees to 
determine (at a minimum): 

• The make, model and year of automobiles they own and/or lease; 
• How frequently the motor oil in their cars is changed;  
• Who changes their motor oil (themselves, quick lube, auto repair shop, dealer, 

shade tree mechanic, other); 
• The information source(s) they use to determine the frequency of their motor 

oil changes; and 
• Whether they are aware of the motor oil change interval specified in their car 

owner’s manual.  
 
The survey shall be subject to the approval of the Contract Manager. 

Task 5:  Contractor shall develop methodology of survey sampling subject to Contract 
Manager’s review and approval and survey a statistically valid random sampling of 
California car owners and lessees in rural, urban and suburban areas of the state.  

Task 6:  Contractor shall compile and analyze survey responses, compare respondents’ 
reported motor oil change frequency to their auto manufacturer-recommended oil change 
intervals and determine to what degree respondents adhere to the oil change intervals 
recommended by their auto manufacturer(s).  

Task 7:  Contractor shall convene several focus groups of California quick lube 
mechanics from rural, suburban and urban areas of the state to determine their oil change 
frequency practices and attitudes about extending motor oil changes in customer 
automobiles.  The number of focus groups shall be approved by the Contract Manager; 

Task 8:  Contractor shall meet with Contract Manager to discuss survey respondents’ 
reported oil change interval behavior compared to their manufacturer-recommended oil 
change intervals and the quick lube mechanic focus group results.  Contractor will 
establish whether or not a need exists for public education promoting extended auto 
manufacturer-recommended oil change intervals in California.  
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Task 9: Contractor shall provide the Contract Manager with quarterly reports 
summarizing tasks completed and project costs incurred by Contractor during the 
reporting period, and a final report summarizing the entire project which must meet 
Contract Manager's approval. 

Task 10: Contractor shall present findings to the Board as requested. 

CONTRACT/TASK TIME FRAME 

Timeline and Deliverables 

Changes require the Board Contract Manager prior approval. 

Timeline: The project will begin June 30, 2005 and end December 1, 2006. 

TASK DELIVERABLE DUE DATE 

1. Draft Work Plan Action steps, deliverables and timeline that the 
Contractor will accomplish. 

Aug. 2005 

2. Draft Budget Itemized Contractor costs to complete project. Aug. 2005 

3. Meet with 
Contract Manager 

Discussion of project development, 
implementation and outcome variables. Provide 
a general outline of final report using the 
template on report writing provided through the 
CIWMB Publication Unit.. 

Sept. 2005 

4. Develop survey 
methodology and 
compose survey 

Survey of California car owners and lessees to 
determine their oil change frequency behavior 

Sept. 2005 

5. Conduct survey Survey results Oct.-Dec. 
2005 

6. Survey response 
analysis 

Written summary of survey response analysis Jan.—Feb. 
2006 

7. Convene focus 
groups 

Written summary of focus group responses Mar.—Apr. 
2006 

8. Present 
survey/focus group 
results 

Meeting with Contract Manager to discuss 
survey and focus group results 

May 2006 

9. Reports Three progress reports and one draft final report. Sept. 30, 2005, 
Dec. 31, 2005, 
Mar. 15, 2006 
and Jun. 1, 
2006 

IV. 
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Task 9:  Contractor shall provide the Contract Manager with quarterly reports 
summarizing tasks completed and project costs incurred by Contractor during the 
reporting period, and a final report summarizing the entire project which must meet 
Contract Manager’s approval. 

Task 10:  Contractor shall present findings to the Board as requested. 

IV. CONTRACT/TASK TIME FRAME 
 
Timeline and Deliverables 
 
Changes require the Board Contract Manager prior approval. 
 
Timeline: The project will begin June 30, 2005 and end December 1, 2006. 

 
TASK                                   DELIVERABLE DUE DATE 
1. Draft Work Plan  Action steps, deliverables and timeline that the 

Contractor will accomplish. 
Aug. 2005 

2. Draft Budget Itemized Contractor costs to complete project. Aug. 2005 
3. Meet with 
Contract Manager 

Discussion of project development, 
implementation and outcome variables. Provide 
a general outline of final report using the 
template on report writing provided through the 
CIWMB Publication Unit.. 

Sept. 2005 

4. Develop survey  
methodology and 
compose survey 

Survey of California car owners and lessees to 
determine their oil change frequency behavior 

Sept. 2005 

5. Conduct survey Survey results Oct.-Dec. 
2005 

6. Survey response 
analysis 

Written summary of survey response analysis  Jan.–Feb. 
2006 

7. Convene focus 
groups   

Written summary of focus group responses  Mar.–Apr. 
2006 

8. Present 
survey/focus group 
results 

Meeting with Contract Manager to discuss 
survey and focus group results 

May 2006 

9. Reports Three progress reports and one draft final report. Sept. 30, 2005, 
Dec. 31, 2005, 
Mar. 15, 2006 
and Jun. 1, 
2006 

 - 3 - 



Board Meeting Agenda Item 2 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 1 

V.  

VI.  

VII.  

10. Final Report 
and Presentation(s) 

Review and edit final report. Revise draft based 
on comments from contract manager and 

Aug. 2006 

Nov. 2006 
publication staff. 
Deliver fmal report. Make presentation(s) to 
Special Waste Committee and/or Board, if 
requested. 

The following provisions 
and Conditions of the 

COPYRIGHT PROVISION 
Contractor shall establish 
materials developed as 
copyrights and trademarks 
Waste Management Board. 

CALIFORNIA WASTE 
N/A 

WASTE REDUCTION 
PROCUREMENT 
In the performance of 
reusable products, and 
appropriate. 

Recycled Content Products: 

will be included in the Terms and Conditions or 
Contract: 

for the Board good title in all copyrightable and 
a result of this Scope of Work. Such title shall include 

in the name of the State of California, California 

TIRES 

AND RECYCLED-CONTENT PRODUCT 

this Agreement, the Contractor shall use recycled content, 

Special Terms 

trademarkable 
exclusive 

Integrated 

used or 
and 

shall 
the Recycled- 

purchased 
to 

practice other waste reduction measures where feasible 

In the performance of this Agreement, the Contractor 
purchase used and/or recycled-content products as set forth on the back of 
Content Certification Form (CIWMB #74C) available at 
http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/Contracts/Forms/. All recycled-content products 
or charged/billed to the 
promotional items, publications, 
both the total recycled 
them. For assistance in 
content product database 
database, the Contractor 
Board's Contract Manager 

Contractor should, at a 

A. WRITTEN DOCUMENT 

Board that are printed upon, including but not limited 
written materials, and educational brochures, 

content (TRC) and the post-consumer (PC) clearly 
locating recycled-content products, please search the 

available at: www.ciwmb.ca.gov./RCP. If after 

shall have 
printed on 

recycled-
searching the 
notify the 

-content paper 
pages 

be printed 
content of 

is unable to fmd recycled-content products, please 
for assistance. 

minimum, ensure that the following issues are addressed: 

PROVISION 
All documents and/or reports shall be printed double-sided recycled
containing one hundred percent (100%) post-consumer fiber. Specific 
containing full color photographs or other ink-intensive graphics may 
on photographic paper. The paper should identify the post-consumer 
the paper (i.e., "printed on 100% post-consumer paper"). 
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10. Final Report 
and Presentation(s) 

Review and edit final report. Revise draft based 
on comments from contract manager and 
publication staff.   
Deliver final report. Make presentation(s) to 
Special Waste Committee and/or Board, if 
requested. 

Aug. 2006 
 
 
Nov. 2006 

 
The following provisions will be included in the Terms and Conditions or Special Terms 
and Conditions of the Contract: 
 

V. COPYRIGHT PROVISION 
Contractor shall establish for the Board good title in all copyrightable and trademarkable 
materials developed as a result of this Scope of Work.  Such title shall include exclusive 
copyrights and trademarks in the name of the State of California, California Integrated 
Waste Management Board. 
 

VI. CALIFORNIA WASTE TIRES 
N/A 
 

VII. WASTE REDUCTION AND RECYCLED-CONTENT PRODUCT 
 PROCUREMENT 

In the performance of this Agreement, the Contractor shall use recycled content, used or 
reusable products, and practice other waste reduction measures where feasible and 
appropriate.   

Recycled Content Products:  In the performance of this Agreement, the Contractor shall 
purchase used and/or recycled-content products as set forth on the back of the Recycled-
Content Certification Form (CIWMB #74C) available at 
http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/Contracts/Forms/.  All recycled-content products purchased 
or charged/billed to the Board that are printed upon, including but not limited to 
promotional items, publications, written materials, and educational brochures, shall have 
both the total recycled content (TRC) and the post-consumer (PC) clearly printed on 
them. For assistance in locating recycled-content products, please search the recycled-
content product database available at: www.ciwmb.ca.gov./RCP.  If after searching the 
database, the Contractor is unable to find recycled-content products, please notify the 
Board’s Contract Manager for assistance. 

Contractor should, at a minimum, ensure that the following issues are addressed:   
 
 A. WRITTEN DOCUMENT PROVISION

All documents and/or reports shall be printed double-sided recycled-content paper 
containing one hundred percent (100%) post-consumer fiber.  Specific pages 
containing full color photographs or other ink-intensive graphics may be printed 
on photographic paper. The paper should identify the post-consumer content of 
the paper (i.e., “printed on 100% post-consumer paper”).   
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When applicable, Contractor shall provide the Contract Manager with an 
electronic copy of the document and/or report for the Board's use. When 
appropriate as determined by the Contract Manager, only an electronic copy of 
the document and/or report shall be submitted and no hard copy shall be provided. 

To the greatest extent possible, soy ink instead of petroleum-based inks should be 
used to print all documents. 

B. CONFERENCING PROVISION 
N/A 
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When applicable, Contractor shall provide the Contract Manager with an 
electronic copy of the document and/or report for the Board’s use.  WWhheenn  
aapppprroopprriiaattee  aass  ddeetteerrmmiinneedd  bbyy  tthhee  CCoonnttrraacctt  MMaannaaggeerr,,  oonnllyy  aann  eelleeccttrroonniicc  ccooppyy  ooff  
tthhee  ddooccuummeenntt  aanndd//oorr  rreeppoorrtt  sshhaallll  bbee  ssuubbmmiitttteedd  aanndd  nnoo  hhaarrdd  ccooppyy  sshhaallll  bbee  pprroovviiddeedd. 

 

To the greatest extent possible, soy ink instead of petroleum-based inks should be 
used to print all documents.   

 
 B. CONFERENCING PROVISION 

N/A 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-156 

Consideration Of Scope Of And Contractor For The Used Oil Source Reduction Study And 
Request To Decrease The Contract By $35,000 (FY 2004/2005 Used Oil Recycling Fund 
Contract Concept Number 0-1) 

WHEREAS, the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) operates a Used Oil 
Recycling Program in order to conserve resources and preserve the environment; and 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 48600 mandates that the Board increases 
the recycling of used oil to the greatest extent possible in order to recover valuable natural 
resources and to avoid damage to the environment; and 

WHEREAS, PRC Section 48630 et seq. mandates that the Board develop and implement a used 
oil recycling program which promotes and develops alternatives to the illegal disposal of used 
oil; and 

WHEREAS, the Board allocated eighty-five thousand dollars ($85,000) to perform the Used Oil 
Source Reduction Study at its December 14-15, 2004 meeting; and 

WHEREAS, a decrease of thirty-five thousand dollars ($35,000) is requested since the Scope of 
Work has been modified to require only fifty thousand dollars ($50,000) to perform the Used Oil 
Source Reduction Study; and 

WHEREAS, staff has determined that the Contractor, California State University, San Marcos, 
has experience in conducting the kind of research required and is the most qualified organization 
to perform this work; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the Used Oil 
Source Reduction Study Scope of Work and an Inter-Agency Agreement with California State 
University, San Marcos, in an amount not to exceed fifty thousand dollars ($50,000). 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-156 
Consideration Of Scope Of And Contractor For The Used Oil Source Reduction Study And 
Request To Decrease The Contract By $35,000 (FY 2004/2005 Used Oil Recycling Fund 
Contract Concept Number O-1) 
 
WHEREAS, the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) operates a Used Oil 
Recycling Program in order to conserve resources and preserve the environment; and 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 48600 mandates that the Board increases 
the recycling of used oil to the greatest extent possible in order to recover valuable natural 
resources and to avoid damage to the environment; and 
 
WHEREAS, PRC Section 48630 et seq. mandates that the Board develop and implement a used 
oil recycling program which promotes and develops alternatives to the illegal disposal of used 
oil; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board allocated eighty-five thousand dollars ($85,000) to perform the Used Oil 
Source Reduction Study at its December 14-15, 2004 meeting; and 
 
WHEREAS, a decrease of thirty-five thousand dollars ($35,000) is requested since the Scope of 
Work has been modified to require only fifty thousand dollars ($50,000) to perform the Used Oil 
Source Reduction Study; and 
 
WHEREAS, staff has determined that the Contractor, California State University, San Marcos, 
has experience in conducting the kind of research required and is the most qualified organization 
to perform this work; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the Used Oil 
Source Reduction Study Scope of Work and an Inter-Agency Agreement with California State 
University, San Marcos, in an amount not to exceed fifty thousand dollars ($50,000). 
 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005.  

Dated:   
 
 
 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 3 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Scope Of Work And Contractor For The Used Oil Recycling Public 
Education Assessment (FY 2004/2005 Used Oil Recycling Fund Contract Concept Number 0-2) 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
Grantees should expend grant dollars on only the most cost-effective used oil/filter 
recycling public education/outreach (PE) strategies. The Used Oil Program (UOP) seeks 
an independent evaluation of the cost—effectiveness of past Grantee used oil/filter 
recycling PE programs and strategies to determine which PE models Grantees can 
implement statewide to collect the most recycled oil for the least cost. 

During this project, the Contractor will: 
o Research Used Oil Program grant files and survey each of the Used Oil Grantees to 

determine their past used oil/filter recycling PE program components, strategies and 
expenditures; 

o Determine which PE strategies have resulted in the most oil collected per Do-it- 
Yourself oil changer (DIY) for the least cost; 

o Determine which PE campaigns targeting growers, boaters, ethnic groups and 
immigrants have been the most effective; 

o Identify those elements/strategies common to the most effective Grantee PE programs; 
o Create a brochure recommending steps Grantees can take to implement the most 

effective PE strategies; 
o Recommend whether PE expenditures should be restricted to a certain proportion of 

Grantee total budget dollars; 
o Recommend whether California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) 

development of statewide used oil recycling PE marketing materials would be more 
or less cost-effective than individual Grantee development of those materials. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
At the December 15, 2004 Board Meeting, the Board approved the Oil Recycling Public 
Education Assessment Contract Concept (Oil Fund Contract Concept Number 2004-0-2 for 
$90,000). Staff is proposing that this amount be increased to $125,000 to provide sufficient 
funds to meet the expanded scope of this project. Instead of researching a sampling of the 
Used Oil Program grant files as was originally planned, grant files for all Grantees will now 
be reviewed to determine their past used oil/filter recycling PE program components, 
strategies and expenditures. To provide this extra funding, staff is proposing that funds 
allocated for the Used Oil Source Reduction Study (Contract Concept Number 2004-0-1) be 
reduced by $35,000. Funds must be encumbered by June 30, 2005. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the proposed Scope of Work, the Contractor California State University, 

Sacramento and the revised budget amount for the Oil Recycling Public Education 
Assessment Contract Concept, for a total of $125,000, and adopt Resolution Number 
2005-157; or 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of The Scope Of Work And Contractor For The Used Oil Recycling Public 
Education Assessment (FY 2004/2005 Used Oil Recycling Fund Contract Concept Number O-2) 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

Grantees should expend grant dollars on only the most cost-effective used oil/filter 
recycling public education/outreach (PE) strategies.  The Used Oil Program (UOP) seeks 
an independent evaluation of the cost–effectiveness of past Grantee used oil/filter 
recycling PE programs and strategies to determine which PE models Grantees can 
implement statewide to collect the most recycled oil for the least cost.  
 
During this project, the Contractor will: 
o Research Used Oil Program grant files and survey each of the Used Oil Grantees to 

determine their past used oil/filter recycling PE program components, strategies and 
expenditures;  

o Determine which PE strategies have resulted in the most oil collected per Do-it-
Yourself oil changer (DIY) for the least cost;  

o Determine which PE campaigns targeting growers, boaters, ethnic groups and 
immigrants have been the most effective; 

o Identify those elements/strategies common to the most effective Grantee PE programs; 
o Create a brochure recommending steps Grantees can take to implement the most 

effective PE strategies; 
o Recommend whether PE expenditures should be restricted to a certain proportion of 

Grantee total budget dollars; 
o Recommend whether California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) 

development of statewide used oil recycling PE marketing materials would be more 
or less cost-effective than individual Grantee development of those materials. 

  
II. ITEM HISTORY 

At the December 15, 2004 Board Meeting, the Board approved the Oil Recycling Public 
Education Assessment Contract Concept (Oil Fund Contract Concept Number 2004-0-2 for 
$90,000).  Staff is proposing that this amount be increased to $125,000 to provide sufficient 
funds to meet the expanded scope of this project.  Instead of researching a sampling of the 
Used Oil Program grant files as was originally planned, grant files for all Grantees will now 
be reviewed to determine their past used oil/filter recycling PE program components, 
strategies and expenditures.  To provide this extra funding, staff is proposing that funds 
allocated for the Used Oil Source Reduction Study (Contract Concept Number 2004-0-1) be 
reduced by $35,000.  Funds must be encumbered by June 30, 2005. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the proposed Scope of Work, the Contractor California State University, 

Sacramento and the revised budget amount for the Oil Recycling Public Education 
Assessment Contract Concept, for a total of $125,000, and adopt Resolution Number 
2005-157; or  
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2. Approve the Scope of Work, Contractor and revised budget amount with specific changes; or 
3. Disapprove the proposed Scope of Work, Contractor and revised budget amount for 

the Oil Recycling Public Education Assessment Contract Concept, for a total of 
$125,000 and provide staff with input to present this item for consideration by the 
Board at a future meeting. 

IV.  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends Option 1: Approve the proposed Scope of Work, Contractor and 
revised budget amount for the Oil Recycling Public Education Assessment Contract 
Concept, for a total of $125,000, and adopt Resolution Number 2005-157. 

V.  ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

The Board provides local governments with Used Oil Recycling grant funds to implement 
and manage used oil/filter collection programs. Staff estimates that Grantees spend an 
average of 40% of their grant budgets on PE to promote recycling of used motor oil and 
filters. Some Grantees collect a large amount of oil per PE dollar spent while others collect 
very little. This project will provide UOP staff with an independent analysis of Grantee PE 
programs and expenditures and identify those Grantee PE program elements that have 
resulted in the most used oil and filters collected for the least cost. These model strategies 
will be summarized for all Grantees in a technical assistance brochure. 

Because this is an Inter-Agency Agreement, the contractor must be another California 
public agency. Used Oil staff identified several potential contractors by conducting an 
internet search of California universities with sociological research departments. 
Potential contractors were asked to submit a brief proposal indicating how they would 
accomplish the goals of this project. Jacqueline Carrigan, Associate Professor of 
Sociology at the Institute for Social Research at California State University, Sacramento, 
was selected as Contractor due to her extensive experience with program evaluation and 
statistical analysis and her proposal to evaluate the public education/outreach programs of 
all Used Oil Fund Grantees rather than a sampling of Grantees. 

B. Environmental Issues 
This project will enable Grantees to more cost effectively promote used oil/filter 
recycling, resulting in an increase in used oil and filter collection and a decrease in 
illegally disposed oil. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
This project will potentially increase motor oil and filter recycling statewide. 
Stakeholders with inefficient PE programs will have the necessary tools to make their 
PE programs more cost-effective and collect more used oil and filters. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Improved Grantee PE programs and oil/filter collection rates. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
1. The California Oil Recycling Enhancement Act (Public Resources Code (PRC) §§ 

48600-48695) requires oil manufacturers to pay to the Board four cents for every quart 
of lubricating oil sold, transferred, or imported for use in California and establishes the 
Used Oil Recycling Fund. 
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2.  Approve the Scope of Work, Contractor and revised budget amount with specific changes; or 
3. Disapprove the proposed Scope of Work, Contractor and revised budget amount for 

the Oil Recycling Public Education Assessment Contract Concept, for a total of 
$125,000 and provide staff with input to present this item for consideration by the 
Board at a future meeting. 

 
IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends Option 1: Approve the proposed Scope of Work, Contractor and 
revised budget amount for the Oil Recycling Public Education Assessment Contract 
Concept, for a total of $125,000, and adopt Resolution Number 2005-157. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

The Board provides local governments with Used Oil Recycling grant funds to implement 
and manage used oil/filter collection programs.  Staff estimates that Grantees spend an 
average of 40% of their grant budgets on PE to promote recycling of used motor oil and 
filters.  Some Grantees collect a large amount of oil per PE dollar spent while others collect 
very little.  This project will provide UOP staff with an independent analysis of Grantee PE 
programs and expenditures and identify those Grantee PE program elements that have 
resulted in the most used oil and filters collected for the least cost.  These model strategies 
will be summarized for all Grantees in a technical assistance brochure. 
 
Because this is an Inter-Agency Agreement, the contractor must be another California 
public agency.  Used Oil staff identified several potential contractors by conducting an 
internet search of California universities with sociological research departments.  
Potential contractors were asked to submit a brief proposal indicating how they would 
accomplish the goals of this project.  Jacqueline Carrigan, Associate Professor of 
Sociology at the Institute for Social Research at California State University, Sacramento, 
was selected as Contractor due to her extensive experience with program evaluation and 
statistical analysis and her proposal to evaluate the public education/outreach programs of 
all Used Oil Fund Grantees rather than a sampling of Grantees. 
 

B. Environmental Issues 
This project will enable Grantees to more cost effectively promote used oil/filter 
recycling, resulting in an increase in used oil and filter collection and a decrease in 
illegally disposed oil. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
This project will potentially increase motor oil and filter recycling statewide. 
Stakeholders with inefficient PE programs will have the necessary tools to make their 
PE programs more cost-effective and collect more used oil and filters. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
      Improved Grantee PE programs and oil/filter collection rates.  

 
E. Fiscal Impacts 

1. The California Oil Recycling Enhancement Act (Public Resources Code (PRC) §§ 
48600-48695) requires oil manufacturers to pay to the Board four cents for every quart 
of lubricating oil sold, transferred, or imported for use in California and establishes the 
Used Oil Recycling Fund. 
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VI.  

VII.  

VIII.  

IX.  

2. Funds for this project will come from the Used Oil Recycling Fund. 
3. A total of $125,000 is proposed for this contract concept. 

F. Legal Issues 
This contract is authorized by PRC §§ 48600, 48638 and 48631. 

G. Environmental Justice 
The Contractor will be contractually required to perform this contract in a manner 
consistent with the principles of Environmental Justice as defined in PRC § 72000. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This Contract would support the Board's 2001 Strategic Plan as follows: 
Goal 1: This contract will gather oil recycling public education data with the goal of 
increasing the total amount of oil collected and reducing the amount of illegally 
disposed oil. 
Goal 3: This contract will educate Grantees about how to most cost-effectively 
promote used oil recycling to the public. 

FUNDING INFORMATION 

1. Fund Source 
2. Amount 

Available 
3. Amount to 

Fund Item 
4. Amount 

Remaining 
5. Line Item 

Used Oil 
Recycling Fund 

$125,000 $125,000 $ 0 C & P 

ATTACHMENTS 
1. Scope of Work for Used Oil Recycling Public Education Assessment 
2. Resolution Number 2005-157 (SOW & Contractor) 

STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Dana Stokes Phone: (916) 341-6447 
B. Legal Staff: Holly B. Armstrong Phone: (916) 341-6060 
C. Administration Staff: Carol Baker Phone: (916) 341-6105 

Elsie Brenneman (916) 341-6178 

WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

CIWMB Used Oil Fund Grantees support adoption of this project as it will provide the 
necessary data to increase program effectiveness and increase Grantee accountability. 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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2. Funds for this project will come from the Used Oil Recycling Fund. 
3. A total of $125,000 is proposed for this contract concept. 
 

F. Legal Issues 
      This contract is authorized by PRC §§ 48600, 48638 and 48631.

 
G. Environmental Justice 

The Contractor will be contractually required to perform this contract in a manner 
consistent with the principles of Environmental Justice as defined in  PRC § 72000. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This Contract would support the Board’s 2001 Strategic Plan as follows:  
Goal 1:  This contract will gather oil recycling public education data with the goal of 
increasing the total amount of oil collected and reducing the amount of illegally 
disposed oil.  
Goal 3:  This contract will educate Grantees about how to most cost-effectively 
promote used oil recycling to the public. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
 

1. Fund Source 2. Amount 
Available 

3. Amount to 
Fund Item 

4. Amount 
Remaining 

5. Line Item 

Used Oil 
Recycling Fund 

$125,000 $125,000 $ 0 C & P 

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Scope of Work for Used Oil Recycling Public Education Assessment  
2. Resolution Number 2005-157 (SOW & Contractor) 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Dana Stokes Phone:  (916) 341-6447 
B. Legal Staff:  Holly B. Armstrong Phone:  (916) 341-6060 
C. Administration Staff:  Carol Baker Phone:  (916) 341-6105 

            Elsie Brenneman           (916) 341-6178 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

CIWMB Used Oil Fund Grantees support adoption of this project as it will provide the 
necessary data to increase program effectiveness and increase Grantee accountability. 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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California Integrated Waste Management Board 

SCOPE OF WORK 
The Used Oil Recycling Public Education Assessment (FY 2004/2005 Used Oil 

Fund Contract Concept Number 0-2) 

I. INTRODUCTION/OBJECTIVES 
The goals of this project are to conduct an independent analysis of grantees' past public 
education/outreach (PE) programs to promote used oil/filter recycling to Do-It-Yourself 
oil changers (DIYs) and determine which PE programs/strategies have been the most 
effective. The contractor will: 

A. Research Used Oil Program grant files and survey each of the Used Oil grantees to 
determine their past PE program components, strategies and expenditures; 

B. Determine which PE programs/components/strategies have resulted in the most oil 
and filters collected per DIY for the least cost; 

C. Determine which PE campaigns targeting growers, boaters, ethnic groups and 
immigrants have been the most cost-effective. 

D. Identify those elements/strategies common to the most effective grantee PE 
programs; 

E. Recommend steps grantees can take to implement the most effective PE strategies in 
a technical assistance brochure. 

F. Recommend whether PE expenditures should be restricted to a certain proportion of 
grantee total budget dollars; 

G. Recommend whether development of statewide used oil recycling PE marketing 
materials would be more or less cost-effective than individual grantee development 
of those materials. 

II. WORK TO BE PERFORM 
The Contractor shall: 

1) Develop a work plan and budget and submit both to the Contract Manager for 
approval; 

2) Together with the Board Contract Manager (Contract Manager), strategize and 
determine methodology to analyze the data gathered on the Used Oil Grantees; 

3) Determine selected Grantees' past PE program components, strategies and 
expenditures by researching Used Oil Program grant files and interviewing Grantees; 

4) Analyze Grantee PE expenditure summaries and oil collection data and establish 
evaluative criteria to determine effectiveness of PE programs; 

5) Determine the most and least effective Grantee PE programs and the relative 
proportion of grant budget dollars that Grantees have spent on PE; 

6) For Grantee PE campaigns that have specifically targeted growers, boaters, ethnic 
groups and immigrants, determine which have resulted in the most oil and filters 
collected for the least cost and isolate those elements shared by the most successful 
campaigns; 
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7) Compose a technical assistance brochure for Grantees outlining the most effective PE 
strategies to implement locally and regionally, plus costly or ineffective PE practices 
to avoid; 

8) Compare the estimated cost for the Board to develop used oil recycling PE materials 
to Grantees' cost of individually developing PE materials and recommend the most 
cost-effective marketing approach for the future; 

9) Compose quarterly pilot progress reports and a final project report. 

III. TASKS IDENTIFIED 

All tasks to be performed shall be subject to Contract Manager prior approval. 

Task 1: Contractor shall submit a detailed work plan for this project to the Contract 
Manager that outlines the action steps and deliverables that the Contractor will deliver for 
the duration of the pilot. The work plan shall include quarterly meetings with the 
Contract Manager to coordinate work activities and implementation and one (1) meeting 
with the Contract Manager in the final quarter to discuss project results (these can be in-
person or teleconference meetings). 

Task 2: Contractor shall submit a detailed budget for this project to the Contract 
Manager that itemizes the Contractor costs to complete this project. 

Task 3: At the beginning of the contract period, Contractor shall meet with the Contract 
Manager to discuss development and implementation of the project, strategize and 
determine methodology on researching, quantifying outcome variables, and analyzing 
data gathered on the grantees. 

Task 4: Contractor shall research the used oil/filter recycling PE program 
components/expenditures of Grantees for the time period of 2002-2004 and provide the 
Contract Manager with a spreadsheet listing, at a minimum, each Grantee's PE program 
components and expenditures, their annual volume of oil collected (oil volume figures to 
be provided by the Used Oil Program) and PE cost per gallon of oil collected. 

Task 5: Using the above data, Contractor shall determine the most and least cost- 
effective PE programs managed by the Grantees. Contractor shall also calculate the 
proportion of grant funds Grantees have spent on PE relative to other spending categories 
and determine whether that proportion is reasonable. 

Task 6: For Grantee PE campaigns that have specifically targeted growers, boaters, 
ethnic groups and immigrants, the Contractor shall determine which have resulted in the 
most oil collected for the least cost and isolate those strategic elements shared by the 
most successful campaigns. 

Task 7: Contractor shall design and compose a brochure for Grantees outlining the most 
cost-effective PE strategies for rural, urban and suburban Grantees and the least cost-
effective practices that Grantees should avoid. The brochure shall include case study 
information gleaned from Task 4 research. 
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Task 8: Contractor shall compare 
development of PE materials 
used oil recycling PE marketing 
cost-effective. 

Task 9: Contractor shall present 
Board at one of their regularly 
staff during the 2006 Annual 

Task 10: Contractor shall provide 
detailing tasks completed and 
a final report summarizing 

CONTRACT/TASK TIME 

Timeline and Deliverables 
Changes require Contract Manager's 
Timeline: The project will 

the cost of the current system of individual 
to the estimated cost of centralized Board development 

materials and determine which approach 

Grantee 
of 

would be more 

and/or its findings to the Special Waste Committee 
scheduled meetings, and/or to Grantees and the Used Oil 

Used Oil/Household Hazardous Waste Conference. 

the Contract Manager with two progress reports 
project costs incurred by Contractor during the quarter and 

project activities and findings. 

FRAME 

prior approval. 
begin August 1, 2005 and end May 31, 2006. 

TASK DELIVERABLE DUE DATE 

1. Draft Work Plan Action steps, deliverables and timeline 
that the Contractor will accomplish. 

Aug. 2005 

2. Draft Budget Itemized Contractor costs to complete 
project. 

Aug. 2005 

3. Meet with Contract 
Manager 

Discussion of development and 
implementation of project, methodology 
and outcome variables. 
Submit general outline of final report 
using the template on report writing 
provided through the Publication Unit. 

Aug. 2005 

4. Conduct research and 
develop spreadsheet 

Spreadsheet of researched grantee 
programs, from most to least effective. 

Sept. 2005-Dec. 
2006 

5. PE Program cost- 
effectiveness study 

Summary of most and least cost-effective 
Grantee PE strategies and PE budget 
proportion recommendation. 

Jan. 2006 

6. Boater, grower, 
Ethnic, immigrant PE 

List of strategic elements shared by the 
most successful campaigns. 

Feb. 2006 

analysis 

7. Compose brochure Brochure for Grantees outlining most and 
least effective PE strategies. 
Submit copy of draft final report. 

Feb.—Mar. 2006 

IV. 
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Task 8:  Contractor shall compare the cost of the current system of individual Grantee 
development of PE materials to the estimated cost of centralized Board development of 
used oil recycling PE marketing materials and determine which approach would be more 
cost-effective. 

Task 9:  Contractor shall present its findings to the Special Waste Committee and/or 
Board at one of their regularly scheduled meetings, and/or to Grantees and the Used Oil 
staff during the 2006 Annual Used Oil/Household Hazardous Waste Conference. 

Task 10:  Contractor shall provide the Contract Manager with two progress reports 
detailing tasks completed and project costs incurred by Contractor during the quarter and 
a final report summarizing project activities and findings. 

IV. CONTRACT/TASK TIME FRAME 
 
Timeline and Deliverables 
Changes require Contract Manager’s prior approval. 
Timeline: The project will begin August 1, 2005 and end May 31, 2006. 

 
TASK 

 
DELIVERABLE 

 
DUE DATE 

 
1. Draft Work Plan Action steps, deliverables and timeline 

that the Contractor will accomplish. 
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2. Draft Budget Itemized Contractor costs to complete 
project. 

Aug. 2005 

3. Meet with Contract 
Manager 

Discussion of development and 
implementation of project, methodology 
and outcome variables. 
Submit general outline of final report 
using the template on report writing 
provided through the Publication Unit. 

Aug. 2005 

4. Conduct research and 
develop spreadsheet 

Spreadsheet of researched grantee 
programs, from most to least effective. 

Sept. 2005-Dec. 
2006 

5. PE Program cost-
effectiveness study 

Summary of most and least cost-effective 
Grantee PE strategies and PE budget 
proportion recommendation. 

Jan. 2006 

6. Boater, grower, 
Ethnic, immigrant PE 
analysis 

List of strategic elements shared by the 
most successful campaigns. 

Feb. 2006 

7. Compose brochure Brochure for Grantees outlining most and 
least effective PE strategies. 
Submit copy of draft final report. 

Feb.–Mar. 2006 
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V.  

VI.  

VII.  

8. Compare Grantee 
PE materials 
development to 
Board development 

Cost comparison. Mar. 2006 

9. Presentation at 
conference 

Presentation of findings to Special Waste 
Committee and/or Board at one of their 

Apr. 2006 

meetings and/or to Grantees and Used Oil 
staff at 2006 Annual Used Oil/Household 
Hazardous Waste Conference. 

10. Submit reports Two progress reports and a final report. Nov. 30, 2005, 
Feb. 28, 2006, 
and May 15, 
2006 

The following provisions will be included in the Terms and Conditions or 
and Conditions of the Contract: 

COPYRIGHT PROVISION 
Contractor shall establish for the Board good title in all copyrightable and 
materials developed as a result of this Scope of Work. Such title shall include 
copyrights and trademarks in the name of the State of California, California 
Waste Management Board. 

CALIFORNIA WASTE TIRES 
N/A 

WASTE REDUCTION AND RECYCLED-CONTENT PRODUCT 
PROCUREMENT 

In the performance of this Agreement, Contractor shall use recycled content, 
reusable products, and practice other waste reduction measures where feasible 
appropriate. 

Recycled Content Products: In the performance of this Agreement, the 

Special Terms 

trademarkable 
exclusive 

Integrated 

used or 
and 

Contractor shall 
of the Recycled- 

purchased 
to 

purchase used and/or recycled-content products as set forth on the back 
Content Certification Form (CIWMB #74C) available at 
http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/Contracts/Forms/. All recycled-content products 
or charged/billed to the Board 
promotional items, publications, 
both the total recycled content 
assistance in locating recycled
product database available 
the Contractor is unable to 
Contract Manager for assistance. 

that are printed upon, including but not limited 
written materials, and educational brochures, 

and the post-consumer clearly printed on 
-content products, please search the recycled

at: www.ciwmb.ca.gov./RCP. If after searching 

shall have 
them. For 

-content 
the database, 

the Board's find recycled-content products, please notify 

4 

Board Meeting Agenda Item 3 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 1
 

8. Compare Grantee  
PE materials 
development to  
Board development  

Cost comparison. 
 

Mar. 2006 

9. Presentation at 
conference 

Presentation of findings to Special Waste 
Committee and/or Board at one of their 
meetings and/or to Grantees and Used Oil 
staff at 2006 Annual Used Oil/Household 
Hazardous Waste Conference. 

Apr. 2006 

10. Submit reports Two progress reports and a final report.  

 

Nov. 30, 2005, 
Feb. 28, 2006,  
and May 15, 
2006 

 
The following provisions will be included in the Terms and Conditions or Special Terms 
and Conditions of the Contract: 
 

V. COPYRIGHT PROVISION 
Contractor shall establish for the Board good title in all copyrightable and trademarkable 
materials developed as a result of this Scope of Work.  Such title shall include exclusive 
copyrights and trademarks in the name of the State of California, California Integrated 
Waste Management Board. 
 

VI. CALIFORNIA WASTE TIRES 
N/A  
 

VII. WASTE REDUCTION AND RECYCLED-CONTENT PRODUCT 
 PROCUREMENT 

 
In the performance of this Agreement, Contractor shall use recycled content, used or 
reusable products, and practice other waste reduction measures where feasible and 
appropriate. 
 
Recycled Content Products:  In the performance of this Agreement, the Contractor shall 
purchase used and/or recycled-content products as set forth on the back of the Recycled-
Content Certification Form (CIWMB #74C) available at 
http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/Contracts/Forms/.  All recycled-content products purchased 
or charged/billed to the Board that are printed upon, including but not limited to 
promotional items, publications, written materials, and educational brochures, shall have 
both the total recycled content and the post-consumer clearly printed on them.  For 
assistance in locating recycled-content products, please search the recycled-content 
product database available at: www.ciwmb.ca.gov./RCP.  If after searching the database, 
the Contractor is unable to find recycled-content products, please notify the Board’s 
Contract Manager for assistance. 
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A.  

B.  

Contractor should, at a minimum, ensure that the following issues are addressed: 

WRITTEN DOCUMENT PROVISION 
All documents and/or reports shall be printed double-sided on double-sided on 
recycled-content paper containing one hundred percent (100%) post-consumer 
fiber. Specific pages containing full color photographs or other ink-intensive 
graphics may be printed on photographic paper. The paper should identify the 
postconsumer content of the paper (i.e., "printed on 100% postconsumer paper"). 

When applicable, Contractor shall provide the Contract Manager with an 
electronic copy of the document and/or report for the Board's uses. When 
appropriate as determined by the Contract Manager, only an electronic copy of 
the document and/or report shall be submitted and no hard copy shall be provided. 

To the greatest extent possible, soy ink instead of petroleum-based inks should be 
used to print all documents 

CONFERENCING PROVISION 

N/A 
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Contractor should, at a minimum, ensure that the following issues are addressed:   
 

 A. WRITTEN DOCUMENT PROVISION
All documents and/or reports shall be printed double-sided on double-sided on 
recycled-content paper containing one hundred percent (100%) post-consumer 
fiber.  Specific pages containing full color photographs or other ink-intensive 
graphics may be printed on photographic paper. The paper should identify the 
postconsumer content of the paper (i.e., “printed on 100% postconsumer paper”).   

 
When applicable, Contractor shall provide the Contract Manager with an 
electronic copy of the document and/or report for the Board’s uses.  WWhheenn  
aapppprroopprriiaattee  aass  ddeetteerrmmiinneedd  bbyy  tthhee  CCoonnttrraacctt  MMaannaaggeerr,,  oonnllyy  aann  eelleeccttrroonniicc  ccooppyy  ooff  
tthhee  ddooccuummeenntt  aanndd//oorr  rreeppoorrtt  sshhaallll  bbee  ssuubbmmiitttteedd  aanndd  nnoo  hhaarrdd  ccooppyy  sshhaallll  bbee  pprroovviiddeedd. 
 
To the greatest extent possible, soy ink instead of petroleum-based inks should be 
used to print all documents 
 

 B. CONFERENCING PROVISION 
 
N/A 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-157 

Consideration Of Scope Of Work And Contractor For The Used Oil Recycling Public Education 
Assessment (FY 2004/2005 Used Oil Recycling Fund Contract Concept Number 0-2) 

WHEREAS, the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) operates a Used Oil Recycling 
Program in order to conserve resources and preserve the environment; and 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 48600 mandates that the Board increases the recycling 
of used oil to the greatest extent possible in order to recover valuable natural resources and to avoid damage 
to the environment; and 

WHEREAS, PRC Section 48630 et seq. mandates that the Board develop and implement a used oil 
recycling program which promotes and develops alternatives to the illegal disposal of used oil; and 

WHEREAS, PRC Section 48631(c) mandates that the Board develop and implement an information and 
education program for the promotion of alternatives to the illegal disposal of used oil; and 

WHEREAS, the Board allocated ninety thousand dollars ($90,000) to perform the Used Oil Recycling 
Public Education Assessment at its December 14-15, 2004 meeting; and 

WHEREAS, an additional amount of thirty-five thousand dollars ($35,000) is necessary to expand the 
Scope of Work on the assessment to total one-hundred twenty-five thousand dollars ($125,000) to perform 
the Used Oil Recycling Public Education Assessment. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOVED that the California Integrated Waste Management Board hereby 
adds thirty five thousand dollars ($35,000) to the Oil Recycling Public Education Assessment Contract 
Concept (Oil Fund Contract Concept Number 2004-0-2), and reduces the funds allocated for the Used Oil 
Source Reduction Study (Contract Concept Number 2004-0-1) by thirty five thousand dollars ($35,000); and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the Used Oil 
Recycling Public Education Assessment Scope of Work, and approves an inter-agency agreement with 
California State University, Sacramento as the Contractor for an amount not to exceed one-hundred twenty-
five thousand dollars ($125,000) to perform the work described in the Scope of Work. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly 
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-157 

Consideration Of Scope Of Work And Contractor For The Used Oil Recycling Public Education 
Assessment (FY 2004/2005 Used Oil Recycling Fund Contract Concept Number O-2) 
 
WHEREAS, the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) operates a Used Oil Recycling 
Program in order to conserve resources and preserve the environment; and 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 48600 mandates that the Board increases the recycling 
of used oil to the greatest extent possible in order to recover valuable natural resources and to avoid damage 
to the environment; and 
 
WHEREAS, PRC Section 48630 et seq. mandates that the Board develop and implement a used oil 
recycling program which promotes and develops alternatives to the illegal disposal of used oil; and 
 
WHEREAS, PRC Section 48631(c) mandates that the Board develop and implement an information and 
education program for the promotion of alternatives to the illegal disposal of used oil; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board allocated ninety thousand dollars ($90,000) to perform the Used Oil Recycling 
Public Education Assessment at its December 14-15, 2004 meeting; and 
 
WHEREAS, an additional amount of thirty-five thousand dollars ($35,000) is necessary to expand the 
Scope of Work on the assessment to total one-hundred twenty-five thousand dollars ($125,000) to perform 
the Used Oil Recycling Public Education Assessment. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOVED that the California Integrated Waste Management Board hereby 
adds thirty five thousand dollars ($35,000) to the Oil Recycling Public Education Assessment Contract 
Concept (Oil Fund Contract Concept Number 2004-0-2), and reduces the funds allocated for the Used Oil 
Source Reduction Study (Contract Concept Number 2004-0-1) by thirty five thousand dollars ($35,000); and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the Used Oil 
Recycling Public Education Assessment Scope of Work, and approves an inter-agency agreement with 
California State University, Sacramento as the Contractor for an amount not to exceed one-hundred twenty-
five thousand dollars ($125,000) to perform the work described in the Scope of Work. 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly 
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005.  
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 4 (Revised) 
ITEM 
Consideration Of Contractor For The Final Remediation Of The Tracy Tire Fire Site Contract 
IWM04046 (Tire Recycling Management Fund, FYs 2005/2006 And 2006/2007 Multi-Year 
Funding) 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
This item proposes that the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) 
approve the selected Contractor for the final remediation phase at the Tracy Tire Fire Site 
(TTFS), located at 29425 South MacArther Drive in Tracy, San Joaquin County, California. 
This final Contract will complete the remediation of more than 7 million tires and prepare 
the site for auction. 

On August 7, 1998, the tires being illegally stored at the Royster Tire Site, located in Tracy, 
California, were ignited. It was estimated at the time that there were 7 million tires present 
when the fire started. The fire burned for more than two years before being extinguished by 
the Board in the winter of 2001. The remnants of the fire include: burned tires, bead wires, 
ash, pyrolytic oil and contaminated soil. Currently, the Board is removing this material 
under the first Contract. Cleanup activities will be necessary beyond the available funding 
of the first Contract given that the amount of waste originally estimated has doubled. 
Therefore, this second Contract is needed to complete this project. 

The previously approved Scope of Work (SOW) for this Contract included the excavation 
and removal of the remaining contaminated soil, slope stabilization, site grading, erosion 
control, preparation of the final site documentation for the Department of Toxic 
Substances Control (DTSC) and the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), 
the reviewing agencies, and demobilization of on-site operations. While the preparation 
of the final site documents is needed to fulfill the cleanup process requirements of the 
reviewing agencies, it is not a requirement of any existing Settlement Agreement with the 
Responsible Parties for this site that the Board provide this documentation. Therefore, 
staff will not direct the Contractor to complete these documents unless there are adequate 
funds remaining in the Contract when the field operations needed to complete the site 
remediation have been finished. If there are insufficient funds remaining, then staff will 
seek direction from the Board concerning whether to allocate funding for this effort, 
based on other program priorities. 

The cost to complete the remediation of the TTFS is estimated to be $5.0 million. In 
May 2005, the Board reallocated $3 7 million from the unused Fiscal Year (FY) 
2004/2005 funds to the current Tracy Contract IWMC-2017. The balance of the required 
funding will come from long term remediation funds as part of the Revised Five-Year 
Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling Management Program, which is the 3rd  Edition 
covering Fiscal Years (FYs) 2005/2006 — 2009/2010 (Revised Five-Year Plan). 

II. ITEM HISTORY 

Page 4 (Revised)-1 Page 4 (Revised)-1 
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approve the selected Contractor for the final remediation phase at the Tracy Tire Fire Site 
(TTFS), located at 29425 South MacArther Drive in Tracy, San Joaquin County, California.  
This final Contract will complete the remediation of more than 7 million tires and prepare 
the site for auction.   
 
On August 7, 1998, the tires being illegally stored at the Royster Tire Site, located in Tracy, 
California, were ignited.  It was estimated at the time that there were 7 million tires present 
when the fire started.  The fire burned for more than two years before being extinguished by 
the Board in the winter of 2001.  The remnants of the fire include: burned tires, bead wires, 
ash, pyrolytic oil and contaminated soil.  Currently, the Board is removing this material 
under the first Contract.  Cleanup activities will be necessary beyond the available funding 
of the first Contract given that the amount of waste originally estimated has doubled.  
Therefore, this second Contract is needed to complete this project.   
 
The previously approved Scope of Work (SOW) for this Contract included the excavation 
and removal of the remaining contaminated soil, slope stabilization, site grading, erosion 
control, preparation of the final site documentation for the Department of Toxic 
Substances Control (DTSC) and the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), 
the reviewing agencies, and demobilization of on-site operations.  While the preparation 
of the final site documents is needed to fulfill the cleanup process requirements of the 
reviewing agencies, it is not a requirement of any existing Settlement Agreement with the 
Responsible Parties for this site that the Board provide this documentation.  Therefore, 
staff will not direct the Contractor to complete these documents unless there are adequate 
funds remaining in the Contract when the field operations needed to complete the site 
remediation have been finished.  If there are insufficient funds remaining, then staff will 
seek direction from the Board concerning whether to allocate funding for this effort, 
based on other program priorities.  
 
The cost to complete the remediation of the TTFS is estimated to be $5.0 million.  In 
May 2005, the Board reallocated $3.7 million from the unused Fiscal Year (FY) 
2004/2005 funds to the current Tracy Contract IWMC-2017.  The balance of the required 
funding will come from long term remediation funds as part of the Revised Five-Year 
Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling Management Program, which is the 3rd Edition 
covering Fiscal Years (FYs) 2005/2006 – 2009/2010 (Revised Five-Year Plan).   
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
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The Board, on October 17, 2000, approved funding in the amount of $364,925 to 
extinguish the fire that had burned for two and a half years at the TTFS. 

The Board, on March 20, 2001, approved the Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire 
Recycling Management Program, required by Senate Bill 876. The plan budgeted 
$20,000,000 for long-term remediation projects over the next five years. 

The Board, on January 22, 2002, approved a SOW for the Contract to perform the 
remediation work at the TTFS. 

The Board, on August 20, 2002, further approved a SOW for an engineering and 
environmental services Contract for the TTFS and subsequently approved the Award of 
Contract at its December 10, 2002 Meeting. 

The Board, on January 14, 2003, approved a Contractor for the 1st  and 2nd  remediation 
phases for the TTFS. 

At its May 2004 meeting, staff presented a status report on the remediation of the TTFS 
and the Board approved the revised Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling 
Management Program (2nd  edition), which allocated $11,565,154 to remediate the TTFS 
for FYs 2003/2004 through 2006/2007. 

The Board, on November 9, 2004, approved the final SOW for the TTFS. 

The Board, on May 11, 2005, reallocated $3,703,774.26 of unused FY 2004/2005 funds 
to complete the Tracy Tire Fire Site Remediation project. 

The Board, on May 11, 2005, approved the Revised Five-Year Plan in which an additional 
$1.3 million was budgeted for long-term remediation projects in FY 2005/2006. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve Resolution Number 2005-158 and the selected Contractor, Sukut Construction, 

Inc., for the final remediation phase at the TTFS. 
2. Disapprove the selected Contractor for the TTFS and direct staff to take other action. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Board approve Option 1 and adopt Resolution Number 2005-???, 
approving Sukut Construction, Inc. as the Contractor. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Background 
On August 7, 1998, tires that were being illegally stored at the Tracy Tire Site were 
ignited. It was estimated that 7 to 8 million tires were present when the fire started. 
Based on conditions at the site, the unified command team elected to let the fire burn 
itself out, and then began site characterization and remediation efforts. After burning 
intensely for two months, the fire subsided but continued to smolder for more than 
two and half years. In December 2001, the Board, its Contractor, and the Tracy Fire 
Department extinguished the remnants of the fire so that site characterization and 
remediation efforts could begin. It was initially estimated that 40,000 to 60,000 cubic 
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remediation work at the TTFS. 
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environmental services Contract for the TTFS and subsequently approved the Award of 
Contract at its December 10, 2002 Meeting.   
 
The Board, on January 14, 2003, approved a Contractor for the 1st and 2nd remediation 
phases for the TTFS. 
 
At its May 2004 meeting, staff presented a status report on the remediation of the TTFS 
and the Board approved the revised Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling 
Management Program (2nd edition), which allocated $11,565,154 to remediate the TTFS 
for FYs 2003/2004 through 2006/2007. 
 
The Board, on November 9, 2004, approved the final SOW for the TTFS. 
 
The Board, on May 11, 2005, reallocated $3,703,774.26 of unused FY 2004/2005 funds 
to complete the Tracy Tire Fire Site Remediation project. 
 
The Board, on May 11, 2005, approved the Revised Five-Year Plan in which an additional 
$1.3 million was budgeted for long-term remediation projects in FY 2005/2006.

 
III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 

1. Approve Resolution Number 2005-158 and the selected Contractor, Sukut Construction, 
Inc., for the final remediation phase at the TTFS. 

2. Disapprove the selected Contractor for the TTFS and direct staff to take other action. 
 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Board approve Option 1 and adopt Resolution Number 2005-???, 
approving Sukut Construction, Inc. as the Contractor. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Background 
On August 7, 1998, tires that were being illegally stored at the Tracy Tire Site were 
ignited.  It was estimated that 7 to 8 million tires were present when the fire started.  
Based on conditions at the site, the unified command team elected to let the fire burn 
itself out, and then began site characterization and remediation efforts.  After burning 
intensely for two months, the fire subsided but continued to smolder for more than 
two and half years.  In December 2001, the Board, its Contractor, and the Tracy Fire 
Department extinguished the remnants of the fire so that site characterization and 
remediation efforts could begin.  It was initially estimated that 40,000 to 60,000 cubic 
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yards of hazardous wastes and 30,000 to 50,000 cubic yards of contaminated soils 
were left by the fire. 

In October 2002, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency completed the "Tracy 
Tire Fire Site Removal Assessment Report" and waste estimates were revised upward 
by 40 percent. Board staff estimated a total of 564,000 square feet (note: a football 
field is 15,990 square feet) was impacted by the tire fire. The Board then entered into 
Contracts with the DTSC and the RWQCB to prepare the required documentation to 
start the removal process. In April 2003, the Board's Contractor began Phase I of the 
remediation project, which was to mobilize equipment, establish a field office, and 
develop the workplan for the remediation of the TTFS. 

During the summer of 2003, Board staff began Phase II of the project, which 
implemented the Phase I workplan. California Hazardous Waste was consolidated 
and prepared for transport to the Waste Management Facility in Kettleman Hills, 
California. During consolidation of the California Hazardous Waste, Board staff and 
the site Contractor discovered a number of unanticipated operations and other illegal 
disposal sites that were created by the site owner, Silas Royster. 

The data from environmental sampling has shown the hazardous waste from the tire 
fire (e.g., zinc and other heavy metals) and the pyrolytic oil areas exceeded all site 
estimates for extent and depth. As of March 1, 2005, the Board's Contractor has 
removed 176,295.44 tons of California Hazardous Waste and 43,196.83 tons of oil 
impacted soil. The number of truck trips to transport these wastes is 7,455 and 1,785 
respectively. 

The contractor selection process for the TTFS Contract utilized the Request for 
Qualifications (RFQ) process in Title 14, Division 7, Article 2, Section 17022 of the 
California Code of Regulations. Statements of Qualifications (SOQs) were required 
to be submitted to the Board by the specified deadline. There were a total of six 
submittals. All six SOQs were determined to be complete and responsive packages. 
The SOQs were scored and ranked pursuant to the above-referenced process by a 
selection committee consisting of three individuals. The selection committee 
included two Board staff members and one staff person from the DTSC. The top 
three ranking firms were then interviewed by the selection committee, and Sukut 
Construction, Inc. was selected as the highest ranking firm. 

Key Issues 
The purpose of this Contract is to complete the final documentation and remediation 
at the TTFS. This Contract will end the legacy of the TTFS that dates back to 1998 
with the destruction of more than 7 million tires. 

B. Environmental Issues 
The remedial actions at the TTFS will prevent long-term impacts from hazardous 
waste to the local environment and groundwater. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
This project has been identified in the Five Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling 
Management Program. 
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start the removal process.  In April 2003, the Board’s Contractor began Phase I of the 
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develop the workplan for the remediation of the TTFS.   
 
During the summer of 2003, Board staff began Phase II of the project, which 
implemented the Phase I workplan.  California Hazardous Waste was consolidated 
and prepared for transport to the Waste Management Facility in Kettleman Hills, 
California.  During consolidation of the California Hazardous Waste, Board staff and 
the site Contractor discovered a number of unanticipated operations and other illegal 
disposal sites that were created by the site owner, Silas Royster.   
 
The data from environmental sampling has shown the hazardous waste from the tire 
fire (e.g., zinc and other heavy metals) and the pyrolytic oil areas exceeded all site 
estimates for extent and depth.  As of March 1, 2005, the Board’s Contractor has 
removed 176,295.44 tons of California Hazardous Waste and 43,196.83 tons of oil 
impacted soil.  The number of truck trips to transport these wastes is 7,455 and 1,785 
respectively.   
 
The contractor selection process for the TTFS Contract utilized the Request for 
Qualifications (RFQ) process in Title 14, Division 7, Article 2, Section 17022 of the 
California Code of Regulations.  Statements of Qualifications (SOQs) were required 
to be submitted to the Board by the specified deadline.  There were a total of six 
submittals.  All six SOQs were determined to be complete and responsive packages.  
The SOQs were scored and ranked pursuant to the above-referenced process by a 
selection committee consisting of three individuals.  The selection committee 
included two Board staff members and one staff person from the DTSC.  The top 
three ranking firms were then interviewed by the selection committee, and Sukut 
Construction, Inc. was selected as the highest ranking firm.  

 
Key Issues 

The purpose of this Contract is to complete the final documentation and remediation 
at the TTFS. This Contract will end the legacy of the TTFS that dates back to 1998 
with the destruction of more than 7 million tires.   

 
B. Environmental Issues 

The remedial actions at the TTFS will prevent long-term impacts from hazardous 
waste to the local environment and groundwater. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
This project has been identified in the Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling 
Management Program. 
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D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any stakeholder impacts related 
to this item. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
To date $11.6 million has been spent on cleanup activities exclusive of the $1.25 
million for engineering and environmental services provided under a separate 
contract. The remaining cost to complete the final phase for this Contract is 
estimated to be $5.0 million. In May 2005, the Board reallocated $3 7 million from 
the unused FY 2004/2005 funds to the current Tracy Contract IWMC-2017. The 
$1 3 million balance of the required funding to be encumbered in the proposed 
contract will come from long term remediation funds allocated in the Revised Five- 
Year Plan for FY 2005/2006. 

F. Legal Issues 
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 42889(e) provides that monies in the Tire 
Recycling Management Fund can be expended for the purposes of cleanup, 
abatement, and removal or other remedial action related to waste tire stockpiles. 

G. Environmental Justice 
The terms and conditions of the Contract will include a provision that the Contractor 
abide by the principles of environmental justice. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
The Cleanup, Abatement, or Other Remedial Action Activities of waste and used tires is 
required to prevent substantial pollution, nuisance, or injury to the public's health and 
safety at waste tire sites. These efforts typically require tire fire remediation efforts, 
removal of all waste tires and/or remediation of the site after removal of the tires. These 
efforts support: 

Goal 4: Which is to manage and mitigate the impacts of solid waste on public health 
and safety and the environment and promote integrated and consistent permitting, 
inspection, and enforcement efforts and achieve the following objective. 

Objective 4: Which is to intensify efforts to prevent illegal dumping and, where 
necessary, clean up illegally disposed waste and waste tire sites. This will be 
accomplished through the implementation of the following strategy. 

Strategy C: Which is to direct Board resources and support local efforts to 
ensure the timely remediation and restoration of illegal disposal sites and 
illegal waste tire sites that pose the greatest threat to public health and safety 
and the environment. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
The Board's Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling Management Program 
identifies funding for the Tracy Tire Fire Project. Funds available for this Contract 
include $1.3 million for FY 2005/2006. 
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1. Fund 2. Amount 3. Amount to 4. Amount 5. Line Item 
Source Available Fund Item Remaining 

Tire Recycling $1,300,000 $1,300,000 $ 0 Consulting & 
Management Professional 
Fund Services 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Resolution Number 2005-158 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff: Todd Thalhamer Phone: (916) 341-6356 
B.  Legal Staff: Holly B. Armstrong Phone: (916) 341-6060 
C.  Administration Staff: Carol Baker Phone: (916) 341-6105 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A.  Support 

Staff had not received 
publication. 

any written support at the time this item was submitted for 

B.  Opposition 
Staff had not received 
publication. 

any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
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Staff had not received any written support at the time this item was submitted for 
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Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-158 (Revision 3) 

Consideration Of Contractor For The Final Remediation Of The Tracy Tire Fire Site Contract 
IWM04046 (Tire Recycling Management Fund, FYs 2005/2006 And 2006/2007 Multi-Year 
Funding) 

WHEREAS, the State of California generates more than 39 million waste tires annually and 
approximately 29 million of these tires are diverted from stockpiling or disposal in landfills; and 

WHEREAS, Public Resource Code (PRC) Section 42800 et seq. established the Waste Tire 
Program for the State of California and assigned responsibility to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board); and 

WHEREAS, PRC, Section 42845(a) states that any person who stores, stockpiles, or 
accumulates waste tires at a location for which a waste tire facility permit is required or in 
violation of a waste tire facilities permit, or the statute or regulations governing the permitting 
and storage of waste tires shall, upon order of the Board, clean up those waste tires or abate the 
effects thereof, or, in the case of threatened pollution or nuisance, take other necessary remedial 
action; and 

WHEREAS, PRC Section 42846(a) allows the Board to expend available money in the 
California Tire Recycling Management Fund to perform any cleanup, abatement, or remedial 
work required under the circumstances set forth in Section 42845, which in its judgment is 
required by the magnitude of endeavor or the need for prompt action to prevent substantial 
pollution, nuisance, or injury to the public health and safety; and 

WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 876 (Escutia, Statutes 2000, Chapter 838) is a comprehensive 
measure that extended and expanded California's regulatory program related to the management 
of waste and used tires; and 

WHEREAS, the Board approved the report, Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling 
Management Program (2n Edition covering Fiscal Years 2003/04 — 2007/08), which included a 
three million seven hundred thousand dollar ($3,700,000) allocation for long-term remediation 
projects over the Fiscal Years 2005/2006 through 2006/2007; and 

WHEREAS, the Board reallocated $3,703,774.26 of unused FY 2004/2005 funds to Contract 
IWM-C2017 for the Tracy Tire Fire Site Remediation project; and 

WHEREAS, the Board approved the revised report, Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire 
Recycling Management Program (3rd  Edition covering Fiscal Years 2005/06 — 2009/10), which 
included a one million three hundred thousand dollar ($1,300,000) allocation for remediation of 
the Tracy Tire Fire Site for Fiscal Year (FY) 2005/2006; and 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-158 (Revision 3) 

Consideration Of Contractor For The Final Remediation Of The Tracy Tire Fire Site Contract 
IWM04046 (Tire Recycling Management Fund, FYs 2005/2006 And 2006/2007 Multi-Year 
Funding)  
 
WHEREAS, the State of California generates more than 39 million waste tires annually and 
approximately 29 million of these tires are diverted from stockpiling or disposal in landfills; and  

 
WHEREAS,  Public Resource Code (PRC) Section 42800 et seq. established the Waste Tire 
Program for the State of California and assigned responsibility to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board); and 

 
WHEREAS, PRC, Section 42845(a) states that any person who stores, stockpiles, or 
accumulates waste tires at a location for which a waste tire facility permit is required or in 
violation of a waste tire facilities permit, or the statute or regulations governing the permitting 
and storage of waste tires shall, upon order of the Board, clean up those waste tires or abate the 
effects thereof, or, in the case of threatened pollution or nuisance, take other necessary remedial 
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WHEREAS, PRC Section 42846(a) allows the Board to expend available money in the 
California Tire Recycling Management Fund to perform any cleanup, abatement, or remedial 
work required under the circumstances set forth in Section 42845, which in its judgment is 
required by the magnitude of endeavor or the need for prompt action to prevent substantial 
pollution, nuisance, or injury to the public health and safety; and  
 
WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 876 (Escutia, Statutes 2000, Chapter 838) is a comprehensive 
measure that extended and expanded California’s regulatory program related to the management 
of waste and used tires; and   
 
WHEREAS, the Board approved the report, Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling 
Management Program (2nd Edition covering Fiscal Years 2003/04 – 2007/08), which included a 
three million seven hundred thousand dollar ($3,700,000) allocation for long-term remediation 
projects over the Fiscal Years 2005/2006 through 2006/2007; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Board reallocated $3,703,774.26 of unused FY 2004/2005 funds to Contract 
IWM-C2017 for the Tracy Tire Fire Site Remediation project; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Board approved the revised report, Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire 
Recycling Management Program (3rd Edition covering Fiscal Years 2005/06 – 2009/10), which 
included a one million three hundred thousand dollar ($1,300,000) allocation for remediation of 
the Tracy Tire Fire Site for Fiscal Year (FY) 2005/2006; and 



WHEREAS staff will finalize negotiations with other regulatory agencies regarding any 
required documentation to certify closure of the site; and 

WHEREAS, staffs intent is not to expend funds for other regulatory agency required final 
documentation, other than for confirmation sampling purposes, without the express approval of 
the Board; and 

WHEREAS, staff will return to the Board on or before December 2005 with a status report on 
the cleanup of the site and request for direction on any final documentation requirements being 
imposed by other regulatory agencies,. and 

WHEREAS, at its June 14, 2005, meeting, the Board reallocated three hundred thousand dollars 
($300,000) of unused FY 2004/2005 funds from the Tire Recycling Management Fund to 
Contract IWM04046 for the final remediation of the Tracy Tire Fire Site. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves Sukut 
Construction, Inc. as the Contractor for the fmal remediation phase at the Tracy Tire Fire Site in 
an amount not to exceed one million three hundred thousand dollars ($1,300,000) for FYs 
2004/2005 and 2005/20061  and subject to availability of funds appropriated to this project. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 5 (Revision 2) 
ITEM 
Consideration of Contractor For The Engineering And Environmental Services Contract (Tire 
Recycling Management Fund, Multi-Year Funding) 

I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

This item proposes that the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) 
approve the selection of (Consultant name not yet available) as Contractor for the 
Engineering and Environmental Services Contract. This Contract is an important part of 
the Tire Derived Aggregate (TDA) research and market development program for waste 
tires in civil engineering applications (CEA). This Contract will supply an engineering 
consultant to help provide education, design, and technical assistance to local and state 
government agencies and private entities who want to use waste tires in civil engineering 
applications. (Dr. Dana Humphrey, Ph. D, P.E.) will also provide construction 
management oversight on projects in which waste tires are used as light-weight fill, 
vibration attenuation layers, erosion control, water quality issues, drainage layers, and 
other civil engineering applications. (Dr. Humphrey) would assist the Board with 
research of new Civil Engineering Applications and the market development of those 
applications that prove to be a viable reuse for waste tires. 

Under this Engineering and Environmental Services Contract, the Board, in partnership 
with Caltrans would continue the projects that have been started as well as acquire new 
civil engineering projects in which waste tires could be utilized. This Consultant will 
work closely with Caltrans to get shredded tires accepted as a light-weight fill material 
option in Caltrans Standard Special Provisions. 

In addition, the Board will also utilize this Contract to partner with local governments to 
develop new civil engineering applications for waste tires (i.e., such as the use of tire 
chips in sound wall construction or in landfill applications). This Contract can be used to 
provide information to appropriate regulatory agencies to investigate possible 
environmental impacts from tire shreds. These projects may be performed in partnership 
with both state and local government agencies. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
The Scope of Work (SOW) for the previous Engineering and Environmental Services 
Contract was approved by the Board in January 2003. The Board awarded the previous 
Contract to Dr. Dana Humphrey in May 2003. The SOW for the current contract was 
approved by the Board in January 2005. 

III.  OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1.  Approve Resolution Number 2005-159 and Dr. Dana Humphrey, Ph. D, P.E. for the 

Engineering and Environmental Services Contract, Attachment 1. 
2.  Disapprove the selected Contractor. 
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ITEM 
Consideration of Contractor For The Engineering And Environmental Services Contract (Tire 
Recycling Management Fund, Multi-Year Funding) 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
This item proposes that the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) 
approve the selection of (Consultant name not yet available) as Contractor for the 
Engineering and Environmental Services Contract.  This Contract is an important part of 
the Tire Derived Aggregate (TDA) research and market development program for waste 
tires in civil engineering applications (CEA). This Contract will supply an engineering 
consultant to help provide education, design, and technical assistance to local and state 
government agencies and private entities who want to use waste tires in civil engineering 
applications.  (Dr. Dana Humphrey, Ph. D, P.E.) will also provide construction 
management oversight on projects in which waste tires are used as light-weight fill, 
vibration attenuation layers, erosion control, water quality issues, drainage layers, and 
other civil engineering applications.   (Dr. Humphrey) would assist the Board with 
research of new Civil Engineering Applications and the market development of those 
applications that prove to be a viable reuse for waste tires.  
 
Under this Engineering and Environmental Services Contract, the Board, in partnership 
with Caltrans would continue the projects that have been started as well as acquire new 
civil engineering projects in which waste tires could be utilized.  This Consultant will 
work closely with Caltrans to get shredded tires accepted as a light-weight fill material 
option in Caltrans Standard Special Provisions.   
 
In addition, the Board will also utilize this Contract to partner with local governments to 
develop new civil engineering applications for waste tires (i.e., such as the use of tire 
chips in sound wall construction or in landfill applications).  This Contract can be used to 
provide information to appropriate regulatory agencies to investigate possible 
environmental impacts from tire shreds.  These projects may be performed in partnership 
with both state and local government agencies. 

 
II. ITEM HISTORY 

The Scope of Work (SOW) for the previous Engineering and Environmental Services 
Contract was approved by the Board in January 2003.   The Board awarded the previous 
Contract to Dr. Dana Humphrey in May 2003.  The SOW for the current contract was 
approved by the Board in January 2005. 

 
III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve Resolution Number 2005-159 and Dr. Dana Humphrey, Ph. D, P.E. for the 

Engineering and Environmental Services Contract, Attachment 1.   
2. Disapprove the selected Contractor. 
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IV.  

V.  

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
At the time this Agenda Item the Consultant was prepared, selection process was not 
complete. The selection will be complctcd to the Spccial Wastc Committcc prior 
Meeting-and-staff-will-present-the-fesults-and-will Staff recommends that the Board 
approve Option # 1 and Resolution Number 2005-159. 

ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

The Scrap Tire Management Council estimates that 18-20 million tires were used in 
civil engineering applications in 1998, making this the second largest end use for 
scrap tires in the United States. California has conditions that could result in a major 
expansion of civil engineering applications using tire shreds. These conditions 
include: 1) Construction projects where soil conditions require the use of light-weight 
fill in areas such as the weak San Francisco Bay mud and the landslide-prone hillsides 
in the Sierra and along the coast; 2) Major landfill construction and expansions in 
which waste tires could be used as an alternative to conventional materials; and 3) A 
ready supply of waste tires. 

From 2001 through 2003, California Department of Transportation used 54,253 cubic 
yards of conventional lightweight fill; this would be equivalent to 3.7 million tires. 

In 2000, Caltrans used tire shreds as lightweight fill in the construction of the Highway 
880/ Dixon Landing Road interchange project. Conventional lightweight fill was 
replaced with tire shreds in the south bound on-ramp of the new interchange. In this 
project 660,000 tires were used saving the State of California $250,000. The current 
Engineering and Environmental Services Contract was instrumental in the development 
and completion of this project. This is an example of how civil engineering applications 
using scrap tires can play a major role in managing California waste tires. 

In 2003, Caltrans used Tire Derived Aggregate (TDA) as lightweight fill behind a 200-
foot section of retaining wall in Riverside County. This test section is part of a pilot 
project being conducted to help Caltrans assess how the use of TDA will allow them to 
design a new "thinner" retaining wall, significantly reducing the amount of material 
used in their conventional retaining wall designs. This would result in a significant 
cost savings to the tax payers of California. The consultant selection process for the 
subject Contract utilized the Request for Qualifications (RFQ) process in Title 14, 
Division 7, Article 2, Section 17022 of the California Code of Regulations. 

The Board's Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling Management Program (2nd  
Edition Covering Fiscal Years (FYs) 2003/2004-2007/2008) (Five-Year Plan) 
allocates funding of $500,000 for CEA as part of Research Directed at Promoting and 
Developing Alternatives to the Landfill Disposal of Tires and $500,000 for the 
Market Development for New Technologies using waste tires for FY 2004/2005. 
These funds must be encumbered no later than June 30, 2005. Up to this point, staff 
has focused efforts to promote civil engineering uses primarily with Caltrans, as 
described above. While this has been relatively successful, staff sees the need to focus 
more efforts and partner with local governments to meet other needs and to further 
expand the civil engineering program. This will require more resources to be 
expended by the Board's Contractor and will require additional funding. Therefore, 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
At the time this Agenda Item was prepared, the Consultant selection process was not 
complete.  The selection will be completed prior to the Special Waste Committee 
Meeting and staff will present the results and will Staff recommends that the Board 
approve Option # 1 and Resolution Number 2005-159. 
  

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

The Scrap Tire Management Council estimates that 18–20 million tires were used in 
civil engineering applications in 1998, making this the second largest end use for 
scrap tires in the United States.  California has conditions that could result in a major 
expansion of civil engineering applications using tire shreds.  These conditions 
include: 1) Construction projects where soil conditions require the use of light-weight 
fill in areas such as the weak San Francisco Bay mud and the landslide-prone hillsides 
in the Sierra and along the coast; 2) Major landfill construction and expansions in 
which waste tires could be used as an alternative to conventional materials; and 3) A 
ready supply of waste tires. 
 
From 2001 through 2003, California Department of Transportation used 54,253 cubic 
yards of conventional lightweight fill; this would be equivalent to 3.7 million tires.  
 
In 2000, Caltrans used tire shreds as lightweight fill in the construction of the Highway 
880/ Dixon Landing Road interchange project.  Conventional lightweight fill was 
replaced with tire shreds in the south bound on-ramp of the new interchange.  In this 
project 660,000 tires were used saving the State of California $250,000.  The current 
Engineering and Environmental Services Contract was instrumental in the development 
and completion of this project.  This is an example of how civil engineering applications 
using scrap tires can play a major role in managing California waste tires. 
 
In 2003, Caltrans used Tire Derived Aggregate (TDA) as lightweight fill behind a 200-
foot section of retaining wall in Riverside County.  This test section is part of a pilot 
project being conducted to help Caltrans assess how the use of TDA will allow them to 
design a new “thinner” retaining wall, significantly reducing the amount of material 
used in their conventional retaining wall designs.  This would result in a significant 
cost savings to the tax payers of California.  The consultant selection process for the 
subject Contract utilized the Request for Qualifications (RFQ) process in Title 14, 
Division 7, Article 2, Section 17022 of the California Code of Regulations. 
 
The Board’s Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling Management Program (2nd 
Edition Covering Fiscal Years (FYs) 2003/2004-2007/2008) (Five-Year Plan) 
allocates funding of $500,000 for CEA as part of Research Directed at Promoting and 
Developing Alternatives to the Landfill Disposal of Tires and $500,000 for the 
Market Development for New Technologies using waste tires for FY 2004/2005. 
These funds must be encumbered no later than June 30, 2005.  Up to this point, staff 
has focused efforts to promote civil engineering uses primarily with Caltrans, as 
described above. While this has been relatively successful, staff sees the need to focus 
more efforts and partner with local governments to meet other needs and to further 
expand the civil engineering program.  This will require more resources to be 
expended by the Board’s Contractor and will require additional funding.  Therefore, 
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in addition to the $500,000 funding for CEA that the Board allocated as part of the 
Research Section of the Five-Year Plan, staff is also proposing that $150,000 come 
from the $500,000 that the Board allocated for Civil Engineering uses in the Market 
Development Section of the current Five-Year Plan. 

B.  Environmental Issues 
The Contract will be used to help develop markets for waste tires. This will 
ultimately reduce the number of waste tires disposed of in landfills or illegal waste 
tire piles in California. The Board will coordinate all projects with other appropriate 
environmental agencies. 

C.  Program/Long Term Impacts 
The Contract will allow the Board to continue its efforts to develop environmentally 
friendly and economically beneficial markets for waste tires. 

D.  Stakeholder Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any stakeholder impacts related 
to this item. 

E.  Fiscal Impacts 
Funding for Research directed at CEA and Market Development for New 
Technologies (Markets), for waste tires has been identified in the Five-Year Plan. On 
May 14, 2003, the Board adopted the revised Five-Year Plan covering FYs 
2003/2004 through 2007/2008 that included $1,000,000 for both CEA and Markets 
for FY 2004/2005. This Contract will encumber $500,000 from the Research portion 
of the Five-Year Plan and $150,000 from the Civil Engineering Uses in the Markets 
section. All of these funds will be from FY 2004/2005. 

An additional $500,000 for FY 2006/2007 is allocated for Civil Engineering Grants 
and Contracts in the Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling Management 
Program — (3rd Edition Covering Fiscal Years (FYs) 2005/2006 — 2009/2010), which 
was adopted by the Board at its May 11, 2005, meeting. The combined allocations for 
this Contract from FYs 2004/2005 and 2006/2007 bring the total for this Contract to 
$1,150,000. 

F.  Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this item. 

G.  Environmental Justice 
This Contractor will be required to perform in a manner consistent with the principles 
of Environmental Justice as defined in GC Section 65040.12. 

H.  2001 Strategic Plan 
The CIWMB has been working to develop and promote new and existing civil 
engineering applications for waste tires. 

Therefore, award of this Contract will satisfy Goal 2, which is to assist in the 
creation and expansion of sustainable markets to support diversion efforts and 
ensure that diverted materials return to the economic mainstream and achieve 
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in addition to the $500,000 funding for CEA that the Board allocated as part of the 
Research Section of the Five-Year Plan, staff is also proposing that $150,000 come 
from the $500,000 that the Board allocated for Civil Engineering uses in the Market 
Development Section of the current Five-Year Plan.  
  

B. Environmental Issues 
The Contract will be used to help develop markets for waste tires.  This will 
ultimately reduce the number of waste tires disposed of in landfills or illegal waste 
tire piles in California.  The Board will coordinate all projects with other appropriate 
environmental agencies. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
The Contract will allow the Board to continue its efforts to develop environmentally 
friendly and economically beneficial markets for waste tires. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any stakeholder impacts related 
to this item. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
Funding for Research directed at CEA and Market Development for New 
Technologies (Markets), for waste tires has been identified in the Five-Year Plan.  On 
May 14, 2003, the Board adopted the revised Five-Year Plan covering FYs 
2003/2004 through 2007/2008 that included $1,000,000 for both CEA and Markets 
for FY 2004/2005.  This Contract will encumber $500,000 from the Research portion 
of the Five-Year Plan and $150,000 from the Civil Engineering Uses in the Markets 
section.  All of these funds will be from FY 2004/2005.   
 
An additional $500,000 for FY 2006/2007 is allocated for Civil Engineering Grants 
and Contracts in the Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling Management 
Program – (3rd Edition Covering Fiscal Years (FYs) 2005/2006 – 2009/2010), which 
was adopted by the Board at its May 11, 2005, meeting. The combined allocations for 
this Contract from FYs 2004/2005 and 2006/2007 bring the total for this Contract to 
$1,150,000. 

 
F. Legal Issues 

Based on available information, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this item. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
This Contractor will be required to perform in a manner consistent with the principles 
of Environmental Justice as defined in GC Section 65040.12. 
 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
The CIWMB has been working to develop and promote new and existing civil 
engineering applications for waste tires.   
 

Therefore, award of this Contract will satisfy Goal 2, which is to assist in the 
creation and expansion of sustainable markets to support diversion efforts and 
ensure that diverted materials return to the economic mainstream and achieve  
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2, which is to encourage the use of materials diverted from 
landfills and the use of environmentally preferable practices, 

and technologies. 

-Year Plan allocates funding of $500,000 for CEA as part of Research 
and Developing Alternatives to the Landfill Disposal of Tires and 
using waste tires bringing the total funds available to $1,000,000 

These funds must be encumbered no later than June 30, 2005. This 
$500,000 from the Research section and $150,000 from the 

the Five-Year Plan. 

for the Waste Tire Recycling Management Program - (3rd Edition 
Years (FYs) 2005/2006 - 2009/2010) adopted by the Board at its May 

allocates $500,000 for FY 2006/2007 and $1,500,000 FY 2008/2009 
Grants and Contracts. It is projected that an additional $500,000 

Contract in FY 2006/2007 for a total contract amount of $1,150,000. 
be amended for time and money using multi-year funding. 

will be added to the 
This Contract may 

1. Fund Source 
2. Amount 

Available 
3. Amount to 

Fund Item 
4. Amount 

Remaining 
5. Line Item 

Tire Recycling 
Management 
Fund 

$ 500,000 $ 500,000 $ 0 Consulting & 
Professional 
Services 

Tire Recycling 
Management 
Fund 

$45-03000 

*$400,000 

$ 150,000 n-1003000 

$250,000 

Consulting & 
Professional 
Services 

* Original allocation was $500, 000 from CE (Market Development) line item, $100,000 
of which was reallocated to other projects as part of the tire reallocation item at the May 
Board meeting. 

ATTACHMENTS 
1. Resolution Number 2005-159 

STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Stacey Patenaude Phone: (916) 341-6418 
B. Legal Staff: Holly Armstrong Phone: (916) 341-6060 
C. Administration Staff: Carol Baker Phone: (916) 341-6105 

WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Staff had not received any written support at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 

Page 5 (Revision 2)-4 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-5 (Revision 2) 
June 14-15, 2005  
 

Page 5 (Revision 2)-4 

Objective 2, which is to encourage the use of materials diverted from 
California landfills and the use of environmentally preferable practices, 
products, and technologies. 

 
VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 

The Board’s Five-Year Plan allocates funding of $500,000 for CEA as part of Research 
Directed at Promoting and Developing Alternatives to the Landfill Disposal of Tires and 
$500,000 for Markets using waste tires bringing the total funds available to $1,000,000 
for FY 2004/2005. These funds must be encumbered no later than June 30, 2005.  This 
Contract will encumber $500,000 from the Research section and $150,000 from the 
Markets section of the Five-Year Plan.   

 
The Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling Management Program – (3rd Edition 
Covering Fiscal Years (FYs) 2005/2006 – 2009/2010) adopted by the Board at its May 
11, 2005, meeting allocates $500,000 for FY 2006/2007  and $1,500,000 FY 2008/2009 
for Civil Engineering Grants and Contracts.  It is projected that an additional $500,000 
will be added to the Contract in FY 2006/2007 for a total contract amount of $1,150,000.  
This Contract may be amended for time and money using multi-year funding. 
 

1. Fund Source 2. Amount 
Available 

3. Amount to 
Fund Item

4. Amount 
Remaining 

5. Line Item 

Tire Recycling 
Management 
Fund 

$ 500,000 $ 500,000 $ 0 Consulting & 
Professional 
Services 

Tire Recycling 
Management 
Fund 

 $ 350,000 

*$400,000 

 

$ 150,000 *$ 100,000 

$250,000

Consulting & 
Professional 
Services 

* Original allocation was $500,000 from CE (Market Development) line item, $100,000 
of which was reallocated to other projects as part of the tire reallocation item at the May 
Board meeting. 
 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Resolution Number 2005-159 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Stacey Patenaude Phone:  (916) 341-6418 
B. Legal Staff:  Holly Armstrong Phone:  (916) 341-6060 
C. Administration Staff:  Carol Baker Phone:  (916) 341-6105 

 
IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  

A. Support 
Staff had not received any written support at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-159 (Revision 2) 

Consideration of Contractor For The Engineering and Environmental Services Contract (Tire 
Recycling Management Fund, Multi-Year Funding) 

WHEREAS, the State of California generates more than 39 million waste tires annually and 
more than 29 million of these are diverted from stockpiling or disposal in landfills; and 

WHEREAS, the Public Resources Code Sections 42800, et seq. established the waste tire 
program for the State of California and assigns responsibility to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board); and 

WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 876 (Escutia, Statutes 2000, Chapter 838) is a comprehensive 
measure that extended and expanded California's regulatory program related to the management 
of waste and used tires; and 

WHEREAS, SB 876 requires the submittal to the Legislature of a comprehensive Five-Year 
Plan for the management of waste tires in California; and 

WHEREAS, the Board approved the report Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling 
Management Program (2nd  Edition Covering Fiscal Years (FYs) 2003/2004-2007/2008), which 
included a five hundred thousand dollar ($500,000) allocation for Research Directed at 
Promoting and Developing Alternatives to Landfill Disposal of Tires and a five hundred 
thousand dollar ($500,000) allocation for Market development and New Technology for Civil 
Engineering Uses in Fiscal Year (FY) 2004/2005. This contract will encumber five hundred 
thousand dollars ($500,000) from the Research portion of the Five-Year Plan and one hundred 
fifty thousand dollars ($150,000) from the Civil Engineering Applications for Scrap Tires. 

WHEREAS, at its May 11, 2005 meeting, the Board approved the report Five-Year Plan for the 
Waste Tire Recycling Management Program — (3rd Edition Covering Fiscal Years (FYs) 
2005/2006 — 2009/2010), which includes an allocation of five hundred thousand dollars 
($500,000) for FY 2006/2007 for Civil Engineering Applications for Scrap Tires. 

WHEREAS, Requests for Proposals were solicited and the resulting proposals reviewed and 
evaluated by staff. The Consultant, Dr. Dana Humphrey, Ph. D, P.E. was selected as the most 
qualified candidate based on his expertise in the field and the proposal submitted. 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-159 (Revision 2) 

Consideration of Contractor For The Engineering and Environmental Services Contract (Tire 
Recycling Management Fund, Multi-Year Funding) 
 
WHEREAS, the State of California generates more than 39 million waste tires annually and 
more than 29 million of these are diverted from stockpiling or disposal in landfills; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Public Resources Code Sections 42800, et seq. established the waste tire 
program for the State of California and assigns responsibility to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board); and 
 
WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 876 (Escutia, Statutes 2000, Chapter 838) is a comprehensive 
measure that extended and expanded California’s regulatory program related to the management 
of waste and used tires; and  
 
WHEREAS, SB 876 requires the submittal to the Legislature of a comprehensive Five-Year 
Plan for the management of waste tires in California; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Board approved the report Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling 
Management Program (2nd Edition Covering Fiscal Years (FYs) 2003/2004-2007/2008), which 
included a five hundred thousand dollar ($500,000) allocation for Research Directed at 
Promoting and Developing Alternatives to Landfill Disposal of Tires and a five hundred 
thousand dollar ($500,000) allocation for Market development and New Technology for Civil 
Engineering Uses in Fiscal Year (FY) 2004/2005.  This contract will encumber five hundred 
thousand dollars ($500,000) from the Research portion of the Five-Year Plan and one hundred 
fifty thousand dollars ($150,000) from the Civil Engineering Applications for Scrap Tires. 
 
WHEREAS, at its May 11, 2005 meeting, the Board approved the report Five-Year Plan for the 
Waste Tire Recycling Management Program – (3rd Edition Covering Fiscal Years (FYs) 
2005/2006 – 2009/2010), which includes an allocation of five hundred thousand dollars 
($500,000) for FY 2006/2007 for Civil Engineering Applications for Scrap Tires. 
 
WHEREAS, Requests for Proposals were solicited and the resulting proposals reviewed and 
evaluated by staff.  The Consultant, Dr. Dana Humphrey, Ph. D, P.E. was selected as the most 
qualified candidate based on his expertise in the field and the proposal submitted. 
 
 

(over) 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves Dr. Dana 
Humphrey, Ph. D, P.E. as the Contractor for the Engineering and Environmental Services 
Contract in an amount not to exceed $1,150,000, subject to availability of funds appropriated to 
this program in the amount of six hundred fifty thousand dollars ($650,000) for FY 2004/2005 
and five hundred thousand dollars ($500,000) in FY 2006/2007. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves Dr. Dana 
Humphrey, Ph. D, P.E. as the Contractor for the Engineering and Environmental Services 
Contract in an amount not to exceed $1,150,000, subject to availability of funds appropriated to 
this program in the amount of six hundred fifty thousand dollars ($650,000) for FY 2004/2005 
and five hundred thousand dollars ($500,000) in FY 2006/2007. 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005.  
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 



California Integrated Waste Management Board 

ITEM 

Assistance 

I. 

II. 

III. 

1.  

2.  

IV. 

V. 

Consideration 

Board Meeting 

June 14-15, 2005 

AGENDA ITEM 6 (Revised) 

Of Contractor For The Rubberized Asphalt Concrete Engineering And Technical 
Contract IWM04057 (Tire Recycling Management Fund, Multi-Year Funding) 

ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
This item proposes that the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) 
approve a Contractor for the Rubberized Asphalt Concrete (RAC) Engineering and 
Technical Assistance Contract. This Contract is an important part of the Board's new 
direction for the delivery of Tire Program services aimed at increasing the use of RAC. 
The Contractor will provide engineering consultation and technology transfer to local 
governments regarding RAC engineering and financial benefits, manufacturing processes 
and construction procedures. The Contractor will also provide construction management 
assistance on the proposed first-time user RAC grant projects. 

The Contractor may also conduct research projects. These projects may be performed in 
partnership with local government and/or state agencies. The Contractor may also be 
used to provide technical assistance to Caltrans and/or industry as needed, to support the 
Board's RAC market development activities. 

ITEM HISTORY 
At its December 2004 meeting, the Special Waste Committee approved staff's 
recommendation for the RAC Program Options, which included a redirection of 
$200,000 from the FY 2004/2005 Rubberized Asphalt Concrete Technology Center 
(RACTC) allocation to fund the RAC Engineering and Technical Assistance Contract. 
At its February 2005 meeting, the Board approved the Scope of Work for this Contract. 

OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
At the time this Agenda Item the Contractor was prepared, selection process was not 
complete. The selection will be completed to the Special Waste Committee proccss prior 
Meetingand-sta-ff-wg-l-13r-esent-the-r-esuks-and-fnake-cq-reeemfnendatiewef-the-Gentr-aeter-at 
that time. 
Approve Resolution Number 2005-160 and MACTEC Engineering and Consulting, Inc 
as Contractor for the Rubberized Asphalt Concrete Engineering and Technical Assistance 
Contract, Attachment 1. 
Disapprove the selected Contractor. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff will make a recommendation of the Contractor at the June 2005 Special Waste 
Committee Meeting. 
Staff recommends Option 1, approval of Resolution 2005-160. 

ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

At the December 2004 Special Waste Committee Meeting, staff presented a proposal 
for activities designed to increase the use of RAC in California. The proposed 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of Contractor For The Rubberized Asphalt Concrete Engineering And Technical 
Assistance Contract IWM04057 (Tire Recycling Management Fund, Multi-Year Funding) 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
This item proposes that the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) 
approve a Contractor for the Rubberized Asphalt Concrete (RAC) Engineering and 
Technical Assistance Contract.  This Contract is an important part of the Board’s new 
direction for the delivery of Tire Program services aimed at increasing the use of RAC.  
The Contractor will provide engineering consultation and technology transfer to local 
governments regarding RAC engineering and financial benefits, manufacturing processes 
and construction procedures.  The Contractor will also provide construction management 
assistance on the proposed first-time user RAC grant projects.   
 
The Contractor may also conduct research projects.  These projects may be performed in 
partnership with local government and/or state agencies.  The Contractor may also be 
used to provide technical assistance to Caltrans and/or industry as needed, to support the 
Board’s RAC market development activities.   

 
II. ITEM HISTORY 

At its December 2004 meeting, the Special Waste Committee approved staff’s 
recommendation for the RAC Program Options, which included a redirection of 
$200,000 from the FY 2004/2005 Rubberized Asphalt Concrete Technology Center 
(RACTC) allocation to fund the RAC Engineering and Technical Assistance Contract.  
At its February 2005 meeting, the Board approved the Scope of Work for this Contract.  
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
At the time this Agenda Item was prepared, the Contractor selection process was not 
complete.  The selection process will be completed prior to the Special Waste Committee 
Meeting, and staff will present the results and make a recommendation of the Contractor at 
that time. 

1. Approve Resolution Number 2005-160 and MACTEC Engineering and Consulting, Inc 
as Contractor for the Rubberized Asphalt Concrete Engineering and Technical Assistance 
Contract, Attachment 1.   

2. Disapprove the selected Contractor. 
 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff will make a recommendation of the Contractor at the June 2005 Special Waste 
Committee Meeting. 
Staff recommends Option 1, approval of Resolution 2005-160. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

At the December 2004 Special Waste Committee Meeting, staff presented a proposal 
for activities designed to increase the use of RAC in California.  The proposed 
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activities were developed as a response to the recommendations of the RACTC 
evaluation report, and represent a revamping of the delivery of the Board's RAC 
program services to local governments via proposed contracts for direct marketing 
and technical assistance efforts. The Contractor will provide RAC technology 
transfer and technical assistance to local governments. 

The Engineering and Technical Assistance Contract will assist the Board, in 
partnership with local governments, to increase the use of RAC by expanding the 
knowledge of its engineering benefits and correct application procedures. The 
Contractor chosen for this Contract will work closely with local government agencies 
on RAC technology transfer and provide oversight during project construction. 

B.  Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C.  Program/Long Term Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any program impacts related to 
this item other than that this Contract will help the Board in implementing its RAC 
program. Based on available information, staff is not aware of any long-term impacts 
related to this item. 

D.  Stakeholder Impacts 
This item will provide direct engineering and technical assistance to local government 
agencies. 

E.  Fiscal Impacts 
The funds for this item are coming from existing allocations. From the Fiscal Year 
(FY) 2004/2005 allocations in the Market Development Section of the current Five- 
Year Plan, $200,000 will come from the RACTC line item, and $250,000 will come 
from the Civil Engineering Uses line item. Through the recently completed Five- 
Year Plan revision process, the Board approved additional funding for this effort in 
FYs 2005/2006 and 2006/2007 at a level of $250,000 per fiscal year. 

F.  Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this 
item. 

G.  Environmental Justice 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental justice issues 
related to this item. 

H.  2001 Strategic Plan 
Goal 1: Increase participation in resource conservation, integrated waste management, 
waste prevention, and product stewardship to reduce waste and create a sustainable 
infrastructure. 

Objective 1: Promote environmentally sound and financially viable waste 
prevention and materials management practices among all actors in the life cycle 
of products and services. 
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VI.  

VII.  

VIII.  

IX.  

FUNDING INFORMATION 

1. Fund 
Source 

2. Amount 
Available 

3. Amount to 
Fund Item 

4. Amount 
Remaining 

5. Line Item 

Tire Recycling 
Management 
Fund 

$ 200,000 $ 200,000 $ 0 Consulting & 
Professional 
Services 

Tire Recycling 
Management 
Fund 

$ 250,000 $ 250,000 $ 0 Consulting & 
Professional 
Services 

ATTACHMENTS 
1. Resolution Number 2005-160 

STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Nate Gauff Phone: (916) 341-6686 
B. Legal Staff: Holly Armstrong Phone: (916) 341-6060 
C. Administration Staff: Carol Baker Phone: (916) 341-6105 

WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Staff had not received any written support at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-160 (Revised) 

Consideration Of Contractor For The Rubberized Asphalt Concrete Engineering And Technical 
Assistance Contract IWM04057 (Tire Recycling Management Fund, Multi-Year Funding) 

WHEREAS, the State of California generates more than 33 million waste tires annually and in 
excess of 25 million of these are diverted from stockpiling or disposal in landfills; and 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Sections 42800 et seq. established the waste tire program 
for the State of California and assigns responsibility to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board); and 

WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 876 (Escutia, Statutes 2000, Chapter 838) is a comprehensive 
measure that extended and expanded California's regulatory program related to the management 
of waste and used tires; and 

WHEREAS, SB 876 required the submittal to the Legislature of a comprehensive Five-Year 
Plan for the management of waste tires in California; and 

WHEREAS, the Board approved the report Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling 
Management Program (2n Edition Covering Fiscal Years 2003/04-2007/08), which included a 
six-hundred thousand dollar ($600,000) allocation to fund the Rubberized Asphalt Concrete 
Technical Center (RACTC) activities for each of the Fiscal Years (FY) 2004/2005-2007/2008; and 

WHEREAS, at its December 2004 meeting, the Special Waste Committee approved the 
redirection of two-hundred thousand dollars ($200,000) of the FY 2004/2005 RACTC allocation 
to fund the Rubberized Asphalt Concrete Engineering and Technical Assistance Contract; and 

WHEREAS, at its February 2005 meeting, the Board approved the redirection of two-hundred 
fifty thousand dollars ($250,000) of the FY 2004/2005 Civil Engineering Uses allocation to 
additionally fund the Rubberized Asphalt Concrete Engineering and Technical Assistance 
Contract; and 

WHEREAS, at its May 11, 2005 meeting, the Board approved the report Five-Year Plan for the 
Waste Tire Recycling Management Program (3rd Edition Covering Fiscal Years 2005/06 — 
2009/10), which includes allocations of three-million, eight-hundred twenty-seven thousand 
dollars ($3,827,000) for FY 2005/2006 and two-million, four-hundred thirty-two thousand, eight- 
hundred eighteen dollars ($2,432,818) for FY 2006/2007, a portion of which is expressly 
intended to fund this contract; and 

(over) 
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(over) 



WHEREAS, a Request for Qualifications was solicited and the resulting proposals were 
reviewed and evaluated by staff. The Contractor, MACTEC Engineering and Consulting, Inc., 
was selected by staff as the most qualified for this contract, based on its experience in the field 
and the proposal submitted; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves MACTEC 
Engineering and Consulting, Inc. as Contractor for the Rubberized Asphalt Concrete Engineering 
and Technical Assistance Contract in an amount not to exceed nine-hundred fifty thousand 
dollars ($950,000), subject to availability of funds appropriated to this program in the amounts of 
four-hundred fifty thousand dollars ($450,000) for FY 2004/2005, two-hundred fifty thousand 
dollars ($250,000) for FY 2005/2006, and two-hundred fifty thousand dollars ($250,000) for FY 
2006/2007. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 7 
ITEM 
Discussion And Request For Rulemaking Direction On Noticing Revisions To The Proposed 
Regulations To Amend Waste Tire Hauler Registration And Manifesting Regulations Regarding 
Retreaders For An Additional 15-Day Comment Period 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The purpose of this item is to continue the formal process of making the current 
emergency Waste Tire Hauler Registration and Manifesting regulations regarding 
retreaders (Retreader Trip Log Regulations) permanent, and to add amendments to the 
retreader revisions. 

A 45-day comment period on the proposed regulations began on February 25, 2005, and 
ended with a public hearing on April 25, 2005. Although no comments were received 
during the comment period or the public hearing, staff is proposing two additions to the 
proposed regulations. The first addition is sunset language for the Retreader Trip Log 
and certain sections that apply to retreaders that would take effect when the non-
emergency Comprehensive Trip Log (CTL) provisions become effective. The second 
addition is two forms that are referenced in the text of the current proposed changes, and 
are currently in use with the emergency retreader regulations. 

With the above proposed additions to the Retreader Trip Log Regulations, staff is seeking 
direction from the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) to notice the 
proposed regulations for an additional 15-day comment period. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The history for this item is presented in Agenda Item 27 for the June 2004 Board meeting 
(Attachment 1). Agenda Item 27 presented to the Board proposed emergency regulations 
to implement the Retreader Trip Log Regulations. These emergency regulations became 
effective on August 20, 2004. The proposed non-emergency regulations were sent out 
for public comment on February 25, 2005 (Attachment 3). A public hearing for the 
proposed regulations was held on April 25, 2005. No comments were received during the 
comment period or at the public hearing. 

At the April 2005 Board meeting (Agenda Item 23), the Board approved emergency 
regulations that revise the current Waste and Used Tire Hauler Registration and 
Manifesting regulations by implementing a new CTL form while phasing out the current 
Waste Tire Manifest Form and Tire Trip Log. Detailed information regarding the CTL 
was presented in the February 2005 Board meeting (Agenda Item 22). 
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III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
Board members may decide to: 
1. Direct staff to make additional revisions to the proposed regulations and notice the 

revisions for a 15-day public review and comment period. 
2. Direct staff to take other actions consistent with the Board's direction. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Board direct staff to make the recommended revisions to the 
proposed regulations and notice the revisions for a 15-day public review and comment 
period. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

An analysis of the current proposed regulatory changes to the Retreader Trip Log 
Regulations may be found in Attachment 1. The key issue in today's agenda item is the 
addition of proposed language that would sunset the retreader provisions when the non-
emergency Comprehensive Trip Log (CTL) provisions become effective. Staff is 
proposing that Paragraph (c) be added to Section 18459 stating: 

(c) This article contains different reporting provisions for retreaders than for other 
waste tire haulers. However, the Board's new Comprehensive Trip Log reporting 
system will apply the same provisions to retreaders as to other waste tire haulers. 
In order to provide a transition period for retreaders, the existing provisions will 
continue to apply to retreaders during the period of time that emergency 
Comprehensive Trip Log provisions are in effect. However, upon the effective 
date of non-emergency Comprehensive Trip Log provisions in this Article, the 
Retreader Trip Log shall no longer be a valid CIWMB form and retreaders shall 
not be required to comply with Sections 18450(a)(12), (19), and (20), 18456.2.1, 
18459.2.1(b), 18460.2.1, and 18461(a)(1). The three year record retention 
provision in Sections 18459.3(b)(1) and 18462(b)(1) shall continue to apply to 
retreaders. 

Both the Retreader Trip Log and the CTL simplify the manifesting process. 
However, the CTL was not available a year ago when the Retread Industry 
approached the Board seeking relief from the California Uniform Waste and Uniform 
Manifest System. A year ago, the Board responded to the Retread Industry's need by 
adopting emergency regulations that implemented the Retreader Trip Log. However, 
only about thirty of the sixty retreaders in California have been using the Retreader 
Trip Log, and the number is dropping as more retreaders convert to Electronic 
Reporting. 

The CTL, on the other hand, was intended to apply to all waste tire haulers. When 
the CTL was presented to the Board in April, it received widespread support from 
stakeholders, including the Retread Industry. Subsequent to the adoption of the CTL 
emergency regulations, staff approached the Retread Industry and pointed out that it 
would not be practical for the Board to continue supporting the use of the Retreader 
Trip Log when the CTL will provide similar paperwork relief for retreaders, and will 
be widely used by waste tire haulers. The Retread Industry agreed that the Retreader 
Trip Log could be phased out in favor of the CTL. 
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The second issue is the addition of two forms that were discussed but not included in 
the proposed regulations noticed for the 45-day comment period. These forms are the 
Retreader Self-Certification Form (CIWMB 173 (4/04)) and the Retreader Trip Log 
(CIWMB 180 (3/04)). Both forms are referenced in the proposed non-emergency 
regulations, and are currently in use under the emergency regulations. 

B.  Environmental Issues 
Compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for this 
Rulemaking: 

Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Division 6, Chapter 3, Article 19, Section 
15308 - Actions by Regulatory Agencies for Protection of the Environment, is the 
appropriate categorical exemption supporting the proposed amendments' exemption 
from CEQA. 

"Class 8 consists of actions taken by regulatory agencies, as authorized by state or 
local ordinance, to assure the maintenance, restoration, enhancement, or protection of 
the environment where the regulatory process involves procedures for protection of 
the environment." 

If the Board determines the regulatory amendments are exempt from CEQA pursuant 
to the above noted exemption, staff will file a Notice of Exemption with the State 
Office of Planning and Research. 

C.  Program/Long Term Impacts 
About thirty of the sixty retreaders in California are using the Retreader Trip Log. 
This number will continue to drop as more retreaders convert to Electronic Reporting. 
By phasing out the Retreader Trip Log, the Board will no longer have to print and 
process this form, and the retreaders will continue to benefit from the reduction in 
paperwork by using the new CTL. The Manifest Program will be less confusing, and 
there will be less staff resources needed. 

D.  Stakeholder Impacts 
See above discussion under Paragraph C. 

E.  Fiscal Impacts 
By eliminating the Retreader Trip Log the Board will experience a cost savings by 
not having to continue printing and processing this form. This change will make the 
Manifest Program more cost effective. 

F.  Legal Issues 
The emergency CTL regulations need to be in effect before the non-emergency 
Retreader Trip Log regulations with the sunset provision become effective, otherwise 
the sunset provision will be meaningless. This should not be an issue, because the 
emergency CTL regulations are expected to be in effect in June 2005, and the non-
emergency Retreader Trip Log regulations must still go to the July 2005 Board 
meeting for adoption. 
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G. Environmental Justice 
The "California Uniform Waste and Used Tire Manifest System." is equally and 
uniformly applied to all applicable parties throughout the state of California 
regardless of income, population density, race, or ethnic origin. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports the Strategic Plan 

Goal 4, Objective 1: Through consistent and effective enforcement or other 
appropriate measures, ensure compliance with federal and State waste management 
laws and regulations. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Agenda Item 27, June 2004 Board Meeting 
2.  a) Form CIWMB 173 (4/04) and b) Form CIWMB 180 (3/04) 
3.  Proposed Non-Emergency Retreader Trip Log Regulations 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Tom Micka Phone: (916) 341-6420 
B. Legal Staff: Wendy Breckon Phone: (916) 341-6068 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Staff had not received any written support at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

June 15-16, 2004 

AGENDA ITEM 27 
ITEM 
Consideration Of Adoption Of Emergency Regulations And Request For Rulemaking Direction 
To Formally Notice Amendments To Waste Tire Hauler Registration And Manifesting 
Regulations Regarding Retreaders For The 45-Day Comment Period 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
In February 2004, in recognition of the unique circumstances attributable to the 
transportation of retreader tire casings, the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board (Board) directed staff to work with the Tire Retread Industry to draft regulations 
that modify the manifesting procedures while still capturing information on casings and 
to do so without compromising the overall integrity of the "California Uniform Waste 
and Used Tire Manifest System." To that end, staff, in consultation with the Retread 
Industry, developed proposed regulatory changes to the "California Uniform Waste and 
Used Tire Manifest System". 

Staff are now proposing that the Board adopt as Emergency Regulations the underlined 
and struck out changes to the current regulations that appear in Attachment 1. In addition, 
staff is requesting that the Board approve commencement of the final rulemaking by 
authorizing staff to notice the proposed regulations for a 45-day public comment period. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
Since 1991, the Board has been regulating the storage, disposal, and hauling of waste 
tires. Senate Bill (SB) 876 expanded the Board's authority to oversee the management of 
used and waste tires. The Board has been charged with implementing a new and more 
comprehensive "California Uniform Waste and Used Tire Manifest System." This new 
manifesting system has been implemented through previous regulation packages 
approved by the Board, and impacts tire generators, haulers, and end-use facilities that 
generate, haul and/or accept used or waste tires. The intent of SB 876 was to "close the 
loop" on accountability by requiring copies of manifests from each party (generator, 
hauler, and end user) to be submitted to CIWMB for monitoring and tracking tire loads 
and movement within California. The current regulations for the "California Uniform 
Waste and Used Tire Manifest System" are found in Title 14, California Code of 
Regulations, Chapter 6, Article 8.5. 

Prior to the changes implemented by SB 876 (1995-2003), the Retread Industry was 
allowed to prepare an invoice for their customers and attach a copy of that invoice to a 
single manifest form for the day's route. With the implementation of the California 
Uniform Waste and Used Tire Manifest System in July 2003, the Retread Industry has 
been required to manifest each and every transaction of retreadable casings along with 
the required trip log. This is because the Public Resources Code includes casings that 
may be reused within the defmition of waste tires (PRC Sections 42805.5 and 42807). 

The Retread Industry feels that because tire casings are owned by their clients and do not 
become the property of the retreaders and because they are being transported by the 
Retreader only for inspection, re-treading, re-casing, or re-capping; and not disposal, that 
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they should not be required to manifest the pick-up and delivery of each load of casings. 
The Retread Industry is looking for some relief from what, they believe, are burdensome 
requirements. 

The Public Resources Code provides that any person generating waste or used tires for 
transportation shall complete a manifest as required by the Board [PRC Section 42961.5 
(b)]. In addition, any waste and used tire hauler shall complete a manifest as required by 
the Board [PRC Section 42961.5(c)(2)]. Finally, end-use facilities that receive waste or 
used tires that were transported with manifests must submit the manifests on a quarterly 
basis. It is up to the Board to decide the method of manifesting to be used by generators, 
haulers, and end-use facilities. The Board determined the method of manifesting when it 
promulgated its manifesting regulations (see 14 CCR Section 18459 et. seq.). It is within 
the Board's authority to authorize a different method of manifesting for retreaders in the 
regulations. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
Board Members may decide to: 
1. Adopt the proposed emergency regulations and direct staff to submit the proposed 

regulation package to the Office of Administrative Law (OAL) for initiation of a 45-
day public comment period. 

2. Adopt the proposed emergency regulations with specified changes and direct staff to 
submit the proposed regulation package to the Office of Administrative Law (OAL) 
for initiation of a 45-day comment period. 

3. Direct staff to do additional research and return to the Board at a later date. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Board adopt the proposed emergency regulations and direct 
staff to submit the proposed regulation package to the Office of Administrative Law 
(OAL) for initiation of a 45-day comment period as presented in Option Number 1. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Starting in 1996 with the Waste Tire Hauler Registration and Manifesting Regulations, 
the Retread Industry invoiced individual tire casings for retread, recapping, or 
regrooving on their own receipt forms and was allowed to attach a copy of that invoice 
to a single manifest form for that day's route. With the implementation of the California 
Uniform Waste and Used Tire Manifest System in July 2003, the Retread Industry has 
been required to manifest every transaction with a separate manifest form. Additionally, 
a Tire Trip Log had to be completed. However, the Retread Industry feels this process is 
unduly burdensome. They contend that these tire casings are still under the property 
ownership of their customer and will be returned to them, unlike the other types of used 
or waste tire businesses where the waste or used tires pass through various ownerships. 

The Retread Industry has asked for a quick solution which would apply to all 
retreaders. For this reason, staff has been directed by the Board to develop 
emergency regulations, to be followed up with permanent regulations. 

Staff is recommending that the Board adopt these procedures as emergency 
regulations to provide appropriate enforcement actions against manifest violations by 
retreaders. The proposed retreader regulations can be adopted as emergency 
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regulations if the Board determines that the current manifest requirements are not 
feasible for retreaders to implement. If this determination is made, then it is 
recommended that the Board immediately adopt regulations that provide for an 
alternative method for retreaders to manifest and be in compliance with Public 
Resources Code Section 42961.5. 

The following is a list summarizing the more significant proposed changes to the 
existing regulations that accommodate the retreaders: 
1. A registered Waste Tire Hauler that is a Retreader shall complete a Retreader 

Self-Certification Form in order to be a CIWMB certified Retreader. 
2. The Board shall issue decals and a Retreader registration card to the self-certified 

Retreader. 
3. Regulations have been added entitled "Retreader Self-Certification Denial, 

Suspension, and Revocation" and "Request for Hearing of Denial, Suspension, or 
Revocation of Retreader Self-Certification" which are similar to the requirements 
for Registered Waste Tire Haulers. 

4. A customer invoice may be substituted for a Manifest Form. 
5. For each shipment of casings, the self-certified Retreader should have in his/her 

possession a Retreader Trip Log and customer invoices/Manifest Forms, in lieu of 
the Manifest Form and Tire Trip Log required for the Registered Waste Tire Hauler. 

Staff estimates that up to $150,000 will be needed to accommodate changes in the 
existing forms and computer programs. 

The primary difference between the current manifest system and what is being 
proposed for retreaders is that there is no longer a "closed loop system" on 
accountability by requiring copies of manifests from each party to be submitted to 
CIWMB for monitoring tire loads and movement within California. The Retreader 
will only be submitting to the CIWMB the Retreader Trip Log. The Retreader will be 
required to keep copies of the customer invoices for a period of three years. If the 
CIWMB wants to check the invoices against the Retreader Trip Log, the CIWMB 
will have to audit the Retreader. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act for this Rulemaking: 

Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Division 6, Chapter 3, Article 19, Section 
15308 - Actions by Regulatory Agencies for Protection of the Environment, is the 
appropriate categorical exemption supporting the proposed amendments' exemption 
from CEQA. 

"Class 8 consists of actions taken by regulatory agencies, as authorized by state or 
local ordinance, to assure the maintenance, restoration, enhancement, or protection of 
the environment where the regulatory process involves procedures for protection of 
the environment." 

If the Board determines the regulatory amendments are exempt from CEQA pursuant 
to the above noted exemption, staff will file a Notice of Exemption with the State 
Office of Planning and Research. 
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C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Since the implementation of the California Uniform Waste and Used Tire Manifest 
System, the Retread Industry has felt that there has been an undue fmancial burden 
placed on them as they document most of the information collected under the current 
manifest system already on their invoices. The Retread Industry is requesting that the 
Board modify the current requirements but still allow for them to submit the needed 
documentation on quantities of casings being reused or discarded. 

The objective would be to ease the fmancial burden placed upon the Retread Industry 
without sacrificing the information that is needed to track the flow of casings and 
waste tires. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Currently, the Retread Industry is under the same requirements as all other waste tire 
haulers transporting waste or used tires. New regulations to reduce the amount of forms 
necessary to complete would benefit the Retread Industry. If the manifesting 
requirements are modified for the Retread Industry, there may be other tire hauling 
groups requesting special consideration for their manifesting requirements. Staff believes 
that the situation with the retreaders is unique and that the manifesting requirements 
could be altered for them without significally affecting the intent of the legislation. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
There are fiscal considerations in pursuing this activity. Staff will utilize up to 
$150,000 from within the existing Board approved Five-Year plan hauler manifest 
budget to make modifications to existing forms and to develop the necessary changes 
to the computer programs. 

F. Legal Issues 
See Item History for legal authority. 

G. Environmental Justice 
The "California Uniform Waste and Used Tire Manifest System." is equally and 
uniformly applied to all applicable parties throughout the state of California 
regardless of income, population density, race, or ethnic origin. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan. 

Goal 4, 
Objective 1: "Through consistent and effective enforcement or other appropriate 
measures, ensure compliance with federal and State waste management laws and 
regulations." 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
The $1.11 million allocated in Table 10 of the Waste and Used Tire Hauler Program and 
Manifest System Budget of the Board-approved Five-Year plan is adequate to 
accommodate the proposed manifest program modifications for the Retread Industry, 
including new forms, computer program modifications and development of regulations. 
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VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Proposed Regulatory Text 
2. Retreader Self-Certification, Form CIWMB 173 (Rev. 4/04) 
3. CA Retreader Trip Log, Form CIWMB 180 (New 03/04) 
4. Resolution Number 2004-157 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Tom Micka Phone: (916) 341-6425 
B. Legal Staff: Wendy Breckon Phone: (916) 341-6068 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

This item has received support from the Retreaders. 
B. Opposition 

Staff has not received any opposition to this item. 
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Retreader Self-Certification 

In accordance with the California Code of Regulations (CCR), §18460.2.1, Waste Tire Manifest 
System Requirements for Retreaders, the Retreader identified below transports tire casings for the 
sole purpose of inspection, retreading, recasing, or recapping. The transportation of any used or waste 
tire not meeting these aforementioned specifications shall be manifested in accordance with CCR, 
§18460.2. By completing this form, the Retreader agrees to complete an invoice in accordance with 
CCR, §18459.2.1(b) for each pick-up or delivery of tire casings. Each pick-up or delivery of tire 
casings shall also be entered on the Retreader Trip Log (CIWMB 180) in accordance with the 
directions on the form. 

The Retreader shall not transport any tire casings without having a copy of the invoice form and 
Retreader Trip Log in the vehicle transporting the tire casings. The invoice form and Retreader Trip 
Log shall be shown upon demand to any representative of the Board, any officer of the California 
Highway Patrol, any peace officer, as defined in Section 830.1 or 830.2 of the California Penal Code, 
or any local public officer designated by the Board. The Retreader shall retain a copy of the 
completed invoice forms and Retreader Trip Logs at their place of business for a period of three (3) 
years. These records shall be made available to any authorized representative as stated above. 

Please complete the following information: 
Retreader Business Name: Phone: ( ) 

D.B.A.s, if any: 

TPID #: U.S. DOT 3- Digit Identification: R 

Name of Contact Person: 

Business Address (Physical Location): 

City: State: ZIP Code: 

Mailing Address, i f different: 

City: State: ZIP Code: 

Number of CIWMB Registered Vehicles Hauling Tire Casings: 

I certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that: 1) I operate a Retreading business within the State of Califon 
aware that falsification of this information may result in suspension, revocation, or denial of renewal of the waste tire hauler registration pursue 
up to $5,000 per violation, per day as described in Public Resources Code, section 42962. 

(Printed Name) (Signature) (Date) 

Submit form to C.I.W.M.B. 
P.O. Box 4025, MS-22 
Sacramento, CA 95812 
Attention: Waste Tire Hauler Registration & Manifest Program 

State of California California Integrated Waste 
CIWMB 173 (New 05/04) Management Board 

Board Meeting 
June 14-15, 2005 

Agenda Item 7  
Attachment 2b 

Retreader Self-Certification 
 

In accordance with the California Code of Regulations (CCR), §18460.2.1, Waste Tire Manifest 
System Requirements for Retreaders, the Retreader identified below transports tire casings for the 
sole purpose of inspection, retreading, recasing, or recapping.  The transportation of any used or waste 
tire not meeting these aforementioned specifications shall be manifested in accordance with CCR, 
§18460.2.  By completing this form, the Retreader agrees to complete an invoice in accordance with 
CCR, §18459.2.1(b) for each pick-up or delivery of tire casings.  Each pick-up or delivery of tire 
casings shall also be entered on the Retreader Trip Log (CIWMB 180) in accordance with the 
directions on the form. 

The Retreader shall not transport any tire casings without having a copy of the invoice form and 
Retreader Trip Log in the vehicle transporting the tire casings.  The invoice form and Retreader Trip 
Log shall be shown upon demand to any representative of the Board, any officer of the California 
Highway Patrol, any peace officer, as defined in Section 830.1 or 830.2 of the California Penal Code, 
or any local public officer designated by the Board.  The Retreader shall retain a copy of the 
completed invoice forms and Retreader Trip Logs at their place of business for a period of three (3) 
years.  These records shall be made available to any authorized representative as stated above. 

 
Please complete the following information: 
Retreader Business Name:       Phone:  (     )      

D.B.A.s, if any:        

TPID #:        U.S. DOT 3- Digit Identification:  R                   

Name of Contact Person:       

Business Address (Physical Location):       

City:       State:       ZIP Code:       

Mailing Address, if different:       

City:       State:       ZIP Code:       

Number of CIWMB Registered Vehicles Hauling Tire Casings:       
 
 
I certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that: 1) I operate a Retreading business within the State of Californ
aware that falsification of this information may result in suspension, revocation, or denial of renewal of the waste tire hauler registration pursua
up to $5,000 per violation, per day as described in Public Resources Code, section 42962.  
 
      

(Printed Name) (Signature) (Date)  
 

 
Submit form to C.I.W.M.B. 

 
auler Registration & Manifest Program 

 P.O. Box 4025, MS-22 
 Sacramento, CA  95812
 Attention: Waste Tire H
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Chapter 6. Permitting of Waste Tire Facilities and Waste Tire 
Hauler Registration and Tire Manifests 

Article 8.5. Waste Tire Hauler Registration and Manifesting 
Requirements for Used and Waste Tire Haulers, Retreaders, Tire 
Dealers, Used and Waste Tire Generators, and Used and Waste Tire 
End-Use Facilities 

18449. Scope. 
(a) This Article specifies the procedures for waste tire hauler registration and tire manifest 
system requirements for waste tire haulers, retreaders, tire dealers, waste tire generators, 
and end-use facilities, including reporting and documentation requirements. 
(b) In addition to the regulations in this article, statutory provisions contained in Sections 
42950 through 42967 of the Public Resources Code govern the Waste Tire Hauler 
Registration Program. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference: 
Section 42950 et seq., Public Resources Code. 

18450. Definitions. 
(a) For the purposes of this Article, the definitions found in: Public Resources Code Sections 
42950-42967; and Chapter 3, Article 4.1, of this Division (commencing with Section 
17225.701); and the following shall apply: 

(1) "Board" means the California Integrated Waste Management Board. 

(2) "Bond" means a surety bond issued by a California admitted insurance 
carrier. 

(3) "Business Name" means the name of the operation registered with the 
local government of the State of California; the business license name. 

(4) "Calendar Year" means January 1 through December 31 of any year. 

(5) "CIWMB" means the California Integrated Waste Management Board. 

(6) "Civil Penalty" means a fine assessed as a result of a violation of an 
applicable provision. 

(7) "Collection Center" See Facility. 

(8) "Commingled" means inextricably mixed together, in that the waste 
components cannot be economically or practically separated. 
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Chapter 6. Permitting of Waste Tire Facilities and Waste Tire 
Hauler Registration and Tire Manifests 

Article 8.5. Waste Tire Hauler Registration and Manifesting 
Requirements for Used and Waste Tire Haulers, Retreaders, Tire 
Dealers, Used and Waste Tire Generators, and Used and Waste Tire 
End-Use Facilities 

18449. Scope.  
(a) This Article specifies the procedures for waste tire hauler registration and tire manifest 
system requirements for waste tire haulers, retreaders, tire dealers, waste tire generators, 
and end-use facilities, including reporting and documentation requirements.  
(b) In addition to the regulations in this article, statutory provisions contained in Sections 
42950 through 42967 of the Public Resources Code govern the Waste Tire Hauler 
Registration Program.  
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference:  
Section 42950 et seq., Public Resources Code.  

18450. Definitions.  
(a) For the purposes of this Article, the definitions found in: Public Resources Code Sections 
42950-42967; and Chapter 3, Article 4.1, of this Division (commencing with Section 
17225.701); and the following shall apply:  

(1) "Board" means the California Integrated Waste Management Board.  

(2) "Bond" means a surety bond issued by a California admitted insurance 
carrier.  

(3) "Business Name" means the name of the operation registered with the 
local government of the State of California; the business license name.  

(4) "Calendar Year" means January 1 through December 31 of any year.  

(5) “CIWMB” means the California Integrated Waste Management Board. 

(6) "Civil Penalty" means a fine assessed as a result of a violation of an 
applicable provision. 

(7) "Collection Center" See Facility.  

(8) "Commingled" means inextricably mixed together, in that the waste 
components cannot be economically or practically separated.  
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(9) "End-Use Facility" means the facility where used or waste tires are 
unloaded. 

(10) "Facility" means a waste tire facility, as defined in Public Resources Code 
Section 42808, a landfill authorized pursuant to Public Resources Code 
Section 42866, a facility authorized to accept used or waste tires pursuant to 
a state or local agency permit, or a facility which lawfully accepts used or 
waste tires as authorized under Title 14, Section 18420. 

(11) "Incidental Revenue" means 10% or less of total annual revenue for 
purposes of Public Resources Code Section 42954 (a)(7). 

(12) Invoice means a document provided by a Retreader that contains the 
date of the transaction, the name of the customer and address, the Tire 
Program Identification Number of the generator or end use facility, the name 
of the retreader and address, the quantity of tire casings shipped. 

(1-213) "Load" means a single transaction (a pick up or delivery) of used or 
waste tires between the hauler and generator or the hauler and end-use 
facility. There may be one or more loads on a trip. 

(4-314) "Local Government" means a county, city, city and county, special 
district, joint powers agency or other political subdivision of the state. 

(1.415) "Manifest Form" means the California Uniform Waste and Used Tire 
Manifest Form developed by the Board that shall be completed by the waste 
tire hauler, tire dealer, waste tire generator, or facility, which shall 
accompany each shipment of used or waste tires. The Manifest Form is 
attached hereto as Appendix A (Form #647, 01/03) and incorporated by 
reference herein. 

(1-516) New Tire Adjustment means return or replacement of a new tire that 
is defective or damaged. 

(1617) "Person" includes an individual, sole proprietorship, co-partnership, 
Limited Liability Company, corporation, political subdivision, government 
agency, or municipality. 

(1718) "Registered Vehicle Owner" means the person in whom title is vested 
and/or to whom the vehicle is registered with the Department of Motor 
Vehicles for any jurisdiction, domestic and foreign, in which the vehicle is 
registered. 

(19) "Retreader" means a business, person, entity, individual, sole 
proprietorship, co-partnership, Limited Liability Company, corporation, who is 
in the business of retreading, recasing, or recapping tire casings for reuse. 
The Retreader shall have a Manufacturer 3-Digit Identification issued by the 
United States Department of Transportation pursuant to Title 49, Code of 
Federal Regulations, § 574.5. A completed original form CIWMB 173 (4/04) 
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(9) “End-Use Facility” means the facility where used or waste tires are 
unloaded. 

(10) "Facility" means a waste tire facility, as defined in Public Resources Code 
Section 42808, a landfill authorized pursuant to Public Resources Code 
Section 42866, a facility authorized to accept used or waste tires pursuant to 
a state or local agency permit, or a facility which lawfully accepts used or 
waste tires as authorized under Title 14, Section 18420.  

(11) "Incidental Revenue" means 10% or less of total annual revenue for 
purposes of Public Resources Code Section 42954 (a)(7).  

(12) Invoice means a document provided by a Retreader that contains the 
date of the transaction, the name of the customer and address, the Tire 
Program Identification Number of the generator or end use facility, the name 
of the retreader and address, the quantity of tire casings shipped. 

(1213) “Load” means a single transaction (a pick up or delivery) of used or 
waste tires between the hauler and generator or the hauler and end-use 
facility. There may be one or more loads on a trip. 

(1314) "Local Government" means a county, city, city and county, special 
district, joint powers agency or other political subdivision of the state.  

(1415) "Manifest Form" means the California Uniform Waste and Used Tire 
Manifest Form developed by the Board that shall be completed by the waste 
tire hauler, tire dealer, waste tire generator, or facility, which shall 
accompany each shipment of used or waste tires. The Manifest Form is 
attached hereto as Appendix A (Form #647, 01/03) and incorporated by 
reference herein.  

(1516) New Tire Adjustment means return or replacement of a new tire that 
is defective or damaged. 

(1617) "Person" includes an individual, sole proprietorship, co-partnership, 
Limited Liability Company, corporation, political subdivision, government 
agency, or municipality. 

(1718) "Registered Vehicle Owner" means the person in whom title is vested 
and/or to whom the vehicle is registered with the Department of Motor 
Vehicles for any jurisdiction, domestic and foreign, in which the vehicle is 
registered. 

(19) “Retreader” means a business, person, entity, individual, sole 
proprietorship, co-partnership, Limited Liability Company, corporation, who is 
in the business of retreading, recasing, or recapping tire casings for reuse. 
The Retreader shall have a Manufacturer 3-Digit Identification issued by the 
United States Department of Transportation pursuant to Title 49, Code of 
Federal Regulations, § 574.5. A completed original form CIWMB 173 (4/04) 
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"Retreader Self-Certification" which is attached hereto as Appendix A (CIWMB 
173, 4/04) and incorporated by reference herein shall be completed by the 
Registered Waste Tire Hauler before being deemed by CIWMB to be a self- 
certified retreader. Notwithstanding provisions of the manifesting 
requirements, the Retreader is a registered waste tire hauler and shall comply 
with all waste tire hauler requirements. 

(20) "Retreader Trip Log" means the California Retreader Trip Log developed 
by the Board that shall be completed by the Retreader and shall accompany 
the tire casings during shipment for inspection, retreading, recasing, or 
recapping. For the purposes of the Retreader Trip Loa, this form shall only be 
used during the shipment of tire casings from the generator to the Retreading 
facility and on the return trip back to the generator, and the ownership of the 
tire casing(s) shall not change during either shipment. The Retreader Trip log 
meets the intent of Public Resources Code, section 42961.5 and is attached 
hereto as Appendix A (CIWMB 180, 03/04) and incorporated by reference 
herein. 

(1821) "Revenue" is annual net income earned. 

(22) Tire casing is the carcass of a reusable tire that after inspection can be 
retreaded, recased, or recapped by a Retreader. 

(4923) "Tire Trip Log" means the California Uniform Waste and Used Tire Trip 
Log developed by the Board that shall be completed by the waste tire hauler 
and shall accompany the waste tire hauler for each shipment of used or waste 
tires. The Tire Trip log is attached hereto as Appendix A (Form #648, 01/03) 
and incorporated by reference herein. 

(2-924) "Trip" means the hauling of waste or used tires that begins with a 
waste tire hauler's first pick-up of used or waste tires from a generator and 
ends with that hauler's last delivery of used or waste tires to an end-use 
facility, but in no case shall a trip exceed five (5) consecutive days. 

(2-125) "Used and Waste Tire Generator" means any person who provides 
used or waste tires to a waste tire hauler; including, but not limited to tire 
dealers, auto dismantlers, and automotive fleet service centers. 

(2226) "Vehicle Description" includes the year, the model, the make of the 
vehicle, Vehicle Identification Number as defined in California Vehicle Code 
Section 671, and Vehicle License Plate Number, including state of issuance, as 
defined in California Vehicle Code Section 4850(a). 

(2-327) "Waste Tire Hauler Decal" is a decal issued by the Board, printed on 
specially prepared paper with a unique number, for affixing to the lower right 
hand corner of the windshield. 

(2428) "Waste Tire Hauler Registration" means the documents, including the 
decal and registration form, issued by the Board, which authorizes the holder 
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"Retreader Self-Certification" which is attached hereto as Appendix A (CIWMB 
173, 4/04) and incorporated by reference herein shall be completed by the 
Registered Waste Tire Hauler before being deemed by CIWMB to be a self-
certified retreader. Notwithstanding provisions of the manifesting 
requirements, the Retreader is a registered waste tire hauler and shall comply 
with all waste tire hauler requirements. 

(20) “Retreader Trip Log” means the California Retreader Trip Log developed 
by the Board that shall be completed by the Retreader and shall accompany 
the tire casings during shipment for inspection, retreading, recasing, or 
recapping. For the purposes of the Retreader Trip Log, this form shall only be 
used during the shipment of tire casings from the generator to the Retreading 
facility and on the return trip back to the generator, and the ownership of the 
tire casing(s) shall not change during either shipment. The Retreader Trip log 
meets the intent of Public Resources Code, section 42961.5 and is attached 
hereto as Appendix A (CIWMB 180, 03/04) and incorporated by reference 
herein.  

(1821) "Revenue" is annual net income earned.  

(22) Tire casing is the carcass of a reusable tire that after inspection can be 
retreaded, recased, or recapped by a Retreader. 

(1923) “Tire Trip Log” means the California Uniform Waste and Used Tire Trip 
Log developed by the Board that shall be completed by the waste tire hauler 
and shall accompany the waste tire hauler for each shipment of used or waste 
tires. The Tire Trip log is attached hereto as Appendix A (Form #648, 01/03) 
and incorporated by reference herein.  

(2024) “Trip” means the hauling of waste or used tires that begins with a 
waste tire hauler’s first pick-up of used or waste tires from a generator and 
ends with that hauler’s last delivery of used or waste tires to an end-use 
facility, but in no case shall a trip exceed five (5) consecutive days. 

(2125) “Used and Waste Tire Generator” means any person who provides 
used or waste tires to a waste tire hauler; including, but not limited to tire 
dealers, auto dismantlers, and automotive fleet service centers.  

(2226) "Vehicle Description" includes the year, the model, the make of the 
vehicle, Vehicle Identification Number as defined in California Vehicle Code 
Section 671, and Vehicle License Plate Number, including state of issuance, as 
defined in California Vehicle Code Section 4850(a).  

(2327) "Waste Tire Hauler Decal" is a decal issued by the Board, printed on 
specially prepared paper with a unique number, for affixing to the lower right 
hand corner of the windshield.  

(2428) "Waste Tire Hauler Registration" means the documents, including the 
decal and registration form, issued by the Board, which authorizes the holder 
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of the documents to legally haul waste tires within California for the period of 
issuance. 

(2.29) "Waste Tire Manifest System" means the California Uniform Waste and 
Used Tire Manifest System which includes the Manifest Form and the Tire Trip 
Log developed by the Board and all procedures and regulations applicable to 
the transportation of the used or waste tires from point of origin to final 
destination of the used or waste tires. 

Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference: 
Sections 42950, 42951, 42952, 42954, 42955, 42956, 42958, and 42961.5, Public Resources 
Code. 

18451. Applicability of these Regulations. 
(a) Waste tire haulers, retreaders, tire dealers, waste tire generators, and end-use facilities 
shall comply with these regulations, unless exempted by Section 42954 of the Public 
Resources Code and applicable procedures set forth in Sections 18453-18453.2. 
(b) The return of new tire adjustments to the wholesale distributor or manufacturer under 
"warranty consideration" is not considered used or waste tire hauling for the purposes, 
implementation, and enforcement of this Article. The person transporting the tires must 
have in the vehicle documentation substantiating that the tires are being returned for 
"warranty consideration." Lack of documentation or false information will subject the 
transporter to enforcement and penalties under this Article. 
(c) "Tire Derived Product" being transported from the processing facility to the end-use 
facility is not considered used or waste tire hauling for the purposes, implementation, and 
enforcement of this Chapter. The hauler shall have a copy of the letter issued by the Board 
to the processing facility stating that the material is "Tire Derived Product" and a bill of 
lading accompanying the load. The letter and bill of lading shall be carried in the vehicle 
while transporting the "Tire Derived Product" from the processing facility to the end-use 
facility. Lack of documentation or false information will subject the transporter to 
enforcement and penalties under this Chapter. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference: 
Sections 42951, 42952, 42953, and 42954, Public Resources Code. 

18456. Waste Tire Hauler Registration Application and Retreader Self-Certification 
Form 
(a) Copies of form CIWMB 60 and 61 and form CIWMB 180 can be obtained by contacting 
the California Integrated Waste Management Board, Special Waste Division, Waste Tire 
Hauler Program, P.O. Box 4025, Sacramento, CA 95812 or accessing the California 
Integrated Waste Management Board web site located at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/Tires/.  
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of the documents to legally haul waste tires within California for the period of 
issuance.  

(2529) "Waste Tire Manifest System" means the California Uniform Waste and 
Used Tire Manifest System which includes the Manifest Form and the Tire Trip 
Log developed by the Board and all procedures and regulations applicable to 
the transportation of the used or waste tires from point of origin to final 
destination of the used or waste tires. 

Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference:  
Sections 42950, 42951, 42952, 42954, 42955, 42956, 42958, and 42961.5, Public Resources 
Code. 

18451. Applicability of these Regulations.  
(a) Waste tire haulers, retreaders, tire dealers, waste tire generators, and end-use facilities 
shall comply with these regulations, unless exempted by Section 42954 of the Public 
Resources Code and applicable procedures set forth in Sections 18453-18453.2. 
(b) The return of new tire adjustments to the wholesale distributor or manufacturer under 
"warranty consideration" is not considered used or waste tire hauling for the purposes, 
implementation, and enforcement of this Article. The person transporting the tires must 
have in the vehicle documentation substantiating that the tires are being returned for 
"warranty consideration." Lack of documentation or false information will subject the 
transporter to enforcement and penalties under this Article.  
(c) “Tire Derived Product” being transported from the processing facility to the end-use 
facility is not considered used or waste tire hauling for the purposes, implementation, and 
enforcement of this Chapter. The hauler shall have a copy of the letter issued by the Board 
to the processing facility stating that the material is “Tire Derived Product” and a bill of 
lading accompanying the load. The letter and bill of lading shall be carried in the vehicle 
while transporting the “Tire Derived Product” from the processing facility to the end-use 
facility. Lack of documentation or false information will subject the transporter to 
enforcement and penalties under this Chapter.  
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference:  
Sections 42951, 42952, 42953, and 42954, Public Resources Code. 

18456. Waste Tire Hauler Registration Application and Retreader Self-Certification 
Form 
(a) Copies of form CIWMB 60 and 61 and form CIWMB 180 can be obtained by contacting 
the California Integrated Waste Management Board, Special Waste Division, Waste Tire 
Hauler Program, P.O. Box 4025, Sacramento, CA 95812 or accessing the California 
Integrated Waste Management Board web site located at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/Tires/.  
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Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference: 
Sections 42951, Public Resources Code 

18456.2.1 Retreader Self-Certification Process. 
(a) The Board shall inform the applicant for retreader self-certification in writing within 30 
days from date of receipt of the Retreader Self-Certification form of the following: 

(1) Whether the Self-Certification Form is complete; 

(2) If the Board determines that the Self-Certification Form is incomplete, the 
Board shall inform the applicant what specific information is required to 
complete the Certification Form ; 

(b) Upon a Board determination that the Retreader Self-Certification is valid and complete, 
the Board will provide proof of Retreader Self-Certification in the form of decals and 
specifically designed Retreader registration cards to the Retreader for those vehicles either 
owned or leased by the retreader. The Board will issue a specifically designed Retreader 
registration card and decal for each vehicle identified by the Retreader. The Retreader 
registration card shall be carried in the corresponding vehicle. The decal shall be 
permanently affixed to the lower right hand corner of the windshield. 

(c) Registration cards and decals are not transferable from vehicle to vehicle. They shall be 
present in the vehicle to which they were issued. 

(d) If the Board determines at any time that the information in the Self-Certification Form is 
false, then the Board will deem the Self-Certification Form to be invalid, and will notify the 
applicant. In addition, the Board will determine whether an enforcement action is 
necessary. 

(e) Upon invalidation of the Retreader self-certification, the Retreader shall immediately 
return all unused Retreader Trip Logs and Retreader registration card(s) for each vehicle 
registered under the Retreader's Registration to the Board. 

(f) If the Retreader Self-Certification is invalidated, the Retreader shall not transport any 
tire casings unless in possession of a tire trip log (CIWMB 648) and accompanying manifest 
(CIWMB 647) in accordance with Section 18459 requirements set forth for the waste tire 
hauler. 

(g) If the Self-Certification is deemed invalid, any hauling of tire casings not in accordance 
with Subsection (f) will be a cause for denial, suspension, or revocation of the Waste Tire 
Hauler Registration. 
Note• 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference: 
Sections 42951, 42952, 42955, 42958, 42960, and 42961, Public Resources Code. 
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Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference:  
Sections 42951, Public Resources Code 

18456.2.1 Retreader Self-Certification Process.  
(a) The Board shall inform the applicant for retreader self-certification in writing within 30 
days from date of receipt of the Retreader Self-Certification form of the following: 
 

(1) Whether the Self-Certification Form is complete; 

(2) If the Board determines that the Self-Certification Form is incomplete, the 
Board shall inform the applicant what specific information is required to 
complete the Certification Form ;  

(b) Upon a Board determination that the Retreader Self-Certification is valid and complete, 
the Board will provide proof of Retreader Self-Certification in the form of decals and 
specifically designed Retreader registration cards to the Retreader for those vehicles either 
owned or leased by the retreader. The Board will issue a specifically designed Retreader 
registration card and decal for each vehicle identified by the Retreader. The Retreader 
registration card shall be carried in the corresponding vehicle. The decal shall be 
permanently affixed to the lower right hand corner of the windshield.  
 
(c) Registration cards and decals are not transferable from vehicle to vehicle. They shall be 
present in the vehicle to which they were issued. 

 
(d) If the Board determines at any time that the information in the Self-Certification Form is 
false, then the Board will deem the Self-Certification Form to be invalid, and will notify the 
applicant.  In addition, the Board will determine whether an enforcement action is 
necessary. 
 
(e) Upon invalidation of the Retreader self-certification, the Retreader shall immediately 
return all unused Retreader Trip Logs and Retreader registration card(s) for each vehicle 
registered under the Retreader’s Registration to the Board. 
 
(f) If the Retreader Self-Certification is invalidated, the Retreader shall not transport any 
tire casings unless in possession of a tire trip log (CIWMB 648) and accompanying manifest 
(CIWMB 647) in accordance with Section 18459 requirements set forth for the waste tire 
hauler.  
 
(g) If the Self-Certification is deemed invalid, any hauling of tire casings not in accordance 
with Subsection (f) will be a cause for denial, suspension, or revocation of the Waste Tire 
Hauler Registration. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference:  
Sections 42951, 42952, 42955, 42958, 42960, and 42961, Public Resources Code. 
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18459. Waste Tire Manifest System Requirements. 
(a) The Board will provide blank forms, CIWMB 647, of CIWMB 648, and CIWMB 180 at 
the time of initial or renewed waste tire hauler registration. These forms will be provided at 
no cost. CIWMB 180 shall only be completed by a Retreader. It shall be unlawful for a waste 
tire hauler, who is not a Retreader determined by the Board, to use a Retreader Trip Log. 

(1) Additional forms may be obtained from the Board by request. 

(b) The Manifest Form, at-Tire Trip Log, and Retreader Trip Log shall be completed, signed 
under penalty of perjury, and accompany each shipment of used or waste tires from the 
point of origin to the facility, by the appropriate representative. 
(c) The following persons and entities shall comply with the Waste Tire Manifest System: 

(1) waste and used tire hauler 

(2) used or waste tire generator 

(3) Federal, State, and local governments 

(4) person hauling used or waste tires for agricultural purposes 

(5) exempted commercial carrier 

(6) a facility 

(7) any person not included in Section 18459 (c)(1) through (6) who gives, 
contracts, or arranges to have used or waste tires transported 

(8) any person not included in Section 18459 (c)(1) through (6) who accepts 
used or waste tires 

19) Retreader 

(d) For purposes of this section, "waste and used tire hauler" means any 
person engaged in the transportation of used or waste tires, including haulers 
that the Board approved as exempt from registration pursuant to Public 
Resources Section 42954. 

Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference: 
Sections 42950, 42951, 42952, 42953, 42961.5, and 42962, Public Resources Code. 

18459.1. Tire Program Identification Number. 
(a) On or after July 1, 2003, every tire dealer/waste tire generator shall apply for and obtain 
a CIWMB assigned Tire Program Identification Number for each location from which used or 
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18459. Waste Tire Manifest System Requirements.  
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used or waste tires 
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(d) For purposes of this section, "waste and used tire hauler" means any 
person engaged in the transportation of used or waste tires, including haulers 
that the Board approved as exempt from registration pursuant to Public 
Resources Section 42954. 

Note: 
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Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference:  
Sections 42950, 42951, 42952, 42953, 42961.5, and 42962, Public Resources Code. 

18459.1. Tire Program Identification Number. 
(a) On or after July 1, 2003, every tire dealer/waste tire generator shall apply for and obtain 
a CIWMB assigned Tire Program Identification Number for each location from which used or 
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waste tires are generated and transported from. Each location shall be assigned a unique 
site specific Tire Program Identification Number. The Board shall issue a certificate with the 
Tire Program Identification Number for that place of business which shall be posted in a 
conspicuous location. 
(b) On or after July 1, 2003, every end-use facility shall apply for and obtain a CIWMB 
issued Tire Program Identification Number for each location where used or waste tires are 
accepted. Each location shall be assigned a unique site specific Tire Program Identification 
Number. 
(c) Every waste tire hauler shall be assigned a CIWMB issued Tire Program Identification 
Number, if not already assigned, at the time of registration. 
(d) Only one Tire Program Identification Number shall be assigned to any one busines 
location. 
(e) Every tire dealer/waste tire generator, waste tire hauler, or waste tire end-use facility 
shall submit written notification to the CIWMB upon any change of business operator or 
owner, business name, or business address within 10 days of the change. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference: 
Sections 42950, 42951, 42952, 42953, 42961.5, 42962, Public Resources Code. 

18459.2.1. Submittal of the Manifest Form, and-Tire Trip Log, and Retreader Trip 
Log to the Board. 
(a) The waste tire generator or tire dealer shall submit the completed original Manifest Form 
to the Board within ninety (90) days of the load shipment. The Manifest Form and Tire Trip 
Log shall be in the waste tire hauler's possession while transporting used or waste tires. The 
Manifest Form and the Tire Trip Log shall be shown upon demand to any representative of 
the Board, any officer of the California Highway Patrol, any peace officer, as defined in 
Section 830.1 or 830.2 of the California Penal Code, or any local public officer designated by 
the Board. 

(1) The waste tire hauler shall submit the completed original Tire Trip Log to 
the Board within ninety (90) days of the load shipment. 

(b) If the waste or used tire is a tire casing being shipped for inspection, retreading, 
recasing, or recapping and is being transported by a Retreader, the waste tire generator or 
tire dealer may substitute an invoice for the required manifest form provided by the 
Retreader. The invoice shall contain the date of the transaction, the name of the customer 
and address, the Tire Program Identification Number of the generator or end use facility, 
the name of the retreader and address, the quantity of tire casings shipped. A copy of the 
invoice and Retreader Trip Log shall be in the Retreader's possession while transporting the 
tire casings. The copy of the invoice and Retreader Trip Log shall be shown upon demand to 
any representative of the Board, any officer of the California Highway Patrol, any peace 
officer, as defined in Section 830.1 or 830.2 of the California Penal Code, or any local public 
officer designated by the Board. 

(1) The Retreader shall submit the completed Retreader Trip Log to the Board 
within ninety (90) days of the load shipment. 
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waste tires are generated and transported from. Each location shall be assigned a unique 
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Note: 
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(1) The waste tire hauler shall submit the completed original Tire Trip Log to 
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tire dealer may substitute an invoice for the required manifest form provided by the 
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and address, the Tire Program Identification Number of the generator or end use facility, 
the name of the retreader and address, the quantity of tire casings shipped. A copy of the 
invoice and Retreader Trip Log shall be in the Retreader’s possession while transporting the 
tire casings. The copy of the invoice and Retreader Trip Log shall be shown upon demand to 
any representative of the Board, any officer of the California Highway Patrol, any peace 
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within ninety (90) days of the load shipment. 
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(13c) If approved by the Board pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 42961.5, any 
waste tire hauler that is subject to the Manifest Form and Tire Trip Log requirements of this 
section, may submit an electronic report within ninety (90) days of the load shipment to the 
Board, in lieu of submitting the completed original copy of the Tire Trip Log, which is 
required. The electronic report shall include all information required to be on the Tire Trip 
Log, and any other information required by the Board. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference: 
Sections 42950, 42951, 42952, 42953, 42961.5, and 42962, Public Resources Code. 

18459.3. Maintenance of Manifest Forms and Tire Trip Logs. 
(a) The waste tire dealer, waste tire generator, end-use facility, and waste tire hauler shall 
retain a copy of the completed Manifest Form at their place of business for a period of three 
(3) years. These records shall be made available to any authorized representative of the 
Board upon request. 

1) If the waste or used tire is a tire casing being shipped to or from a generator, tire 
dealer, or end use facility for inspection, retreading, recasina, or recapping by a 
Retreader, an invoice as required pursuant to 18459.2.1(b) may be substituted for 
the Manifest form. This invoice shall be retained at the place of business for a period 
of three (3) years and be made available to any authorized representative of the 
Board upon request. 

(b) The waste tire hauler shall retain a copy of the completed Tire Trip Log at their place of 
business for a period of three (3) years. These records shall be made available to any 
authorized representative of the Board upon request. 

1) The Retreader shall retain a copy of the completed Retreader Trip Log and 
corresponding invoices at their place of business for a period of three (3) years. 
These records shall be made available to any authorized representative of the Board 
upon request. 

Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference: 
Sections 42950, 42951, 42952, 42953, 42961.5, and 42962, Public Resources Code. 

18460.2.1 Waste Tire Manifest System Requirements for Retreaders. 
(a) A registered waste tire hauler meeting the requirements set forth in §18450(a)(19) shall 
complete, sign under penalty of perjury, and submit the Retreader Self-Certification Form 
(CIWMB 173) to the Board before the Board deems that registered waste tire hauler to be a 
Retreader. 
(b)The Retreader shall show the tire dealer or waste tire generator the Retreader 
registration card for the vehicle being used to transport the tire casings. 
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 (bc) If approved by the Board pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 42961.5, any 
waste tire hauler that is subject to the Manifest Form and Tire Trip Log requirements of this 
section, may submit an electronic report within ninety (90) days of the load shipment to the 
Board, in lieu of submitting the completed original copy of the Tire Trip Log, which is 
required. The electronic report shall include all information required to be on the Tire Trip 
Log, and any other information required by the Board. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference:  
Sections 42950, 42951, 42952, 42953, 42961.5, and 42962, Public Resources Code. 

18459.3. Maintenance of Manifest Forms and Tire Trip Logs.  
(a) The waste tire dealer, waste tire generator, end-use facility, and waste tire hauler shall 
retain a copy of the completed Manifest Form at their place of business for a period of three 
(3) years. These records shall be made available to any authorized representative of the 
Board upon request. 
  

1) If the waste or used tire is a tire casing being shipped to or from a generator, tire 
dealer, or end use facility for inspection, retreading, recasing, or recapping by a 
Retreader, an invoice as required pursuant to 18459.2.1(b) may be substituted for 
the Manifest form. This invoice shall be retained at the place of business for a period 
of three (3) years and be made available to any authorized representative of the 
Board upon request. 

  
(b) The waste tire hauler shall retain a copy of the completed Tire Trip Log at their place of 
business for a period of three (3) years. These records shall be made available to any 
authorized representative of the Board upon request. 
 

1) The Retreader shall retain a copy of the completed Retreader Trip Log and 
corresponding invoices at their place of business for a period of three (3) years. 
These records shall be made available to any authorized representative of the Board 
upon request. 

 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference:  
Sections 42950, 42951, 42952, 42953, 42961.5, and 42962, Public Resources Code. 

18460.2.1 Waste Tire Manifest System Requirements for Retreaders.  
(a) A registered waste tire hauler meeting the requirements set forth in §18450(a)(19) shall 
complete, sign under penalty of perjury, and submit the Retreader Self-Certification Form 
(CIWMB 173) to the Board before the Board deems that registered waste tire hauler to be a 
Retreader.  
(b)The Retreader shall show the tire dealer or waste tire generator the Retreader 
registration card for the vehicle being used to transport the tire casings.  
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(c) The Retreader shall complete an invoice in accordance with §§18459.2.1(b) and 
18461(a)(1) for each pick-up or delivery of tire casings. Each pick-up or delivery of tire 
casings shall also be entered on the Retreader Trip Log in accordance with the directions on 
the form. The Retreader shall not transport any tire casings without having a copy of the 
invoice and Retreader Trip Log in the vehicle transporting the tire casings. 
(d) A vehicle may contain tire casings from different tire dealers or waste tire generators. 
Tire casings from each generator shall be accompanied by their own invoice form from point 
of origin. 
(e) The Retreader shall leave one copy of the invoice form with the tire dealer, waste tire 
generator, or end-use facility after the invoice form has been completed 
(f) The Retreader shall keep one copy of the fully completed invoice form. 
(a) The Retreader shall not haul tire casings to an end-use facility not legally authorized to 
accept used or waste tires. 
(h) The Retreader shall not transport the tire casings without a properly completed invoice 
form and Retreader Trip Log. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference: 
Sections 42950, 42951, 42952, 42953, 42961.5, and 42962, Public Resources Code. 

18461. Manifest System Requirements for Waste Tire End-Use Facilities. 
The Waste Tire Manifest System requires specific actions on the part of end-use facilities 
including, but not limited to, the following: 
(a) An end-use facility shall complete, retain a copy, and forward the original Manifest Form 
to the Board pursuant to Section 42961.5 of the Public Resources Code and the directions 
on the form when accepting used or waste tires from a waste tire hauler. 

1) If a tire casing is being shipped to an end use facility for inspection, retreading, 
recasing, or recapping by a Retreader, an invoice as required pursuant to 
18459.2.1(b) may be substituted for the Manifest form. 

(b) The waste tire end-use facility may accept the used or waste tires from waste tire 
hauler(s) who are not registered with the Board and/or has no manifest. 
(c) The end-use facility shall complete both the end-use facility and tire hauler portions of 
the Manifest Form when reporting unregistered waste tire haulers that are not exempt 
pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 42954. The completed Manifest Form shall be 
submitted to the Board. 
(d) End-use facility operators shall make available for review by the waste tire hauler any 
Board issued permit, exclusion from waste tire facility permitting requirements, or any local 
permit or license allowing the storage of used or waste tires on the site. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference: 
Sections 42950, 42951, 42952, 42953, 42961.5, and 42962, Public Resources Code. 

18462. Manifest System Requirements for Tire Dealers or Waste Tire Generators. 
(a) A tire dealer or waste tire generator shall not give, contract, or arrange with another 
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(c) The Retreader shall complete an invoice in accordance with §§18459.2.1(b) and 
18461(a)(1) for each pick-up or delivery of tire casings. Each pick-up or delivery of tire 
casings shall also be entered on the Retreader Trip Log in accordance with the directions on 
the form. The Retreader shall not transport any tire casings without having a copy of the 
invoice and Retreader Trip Log in the vehicle transporting the tire casings.  
(d) A vehicle may contain tire casings from different tire dealers or waste tire generators. 
Tire casings from each generator shall be accompanied by their own invoice form from point 
of origin. 
(e) The Retreader shall leave one copy of the invoice form with the tire dealer, waste tire 
generator, or end-use facility after the invoice form has been completed  
(f) The Retreader shall keep one copy of the fully completed invoice form.  
(g) The Retreader shall not haul tire casings to an end-use facility not legally authorized to 
accept used or waste tires.  
(h) The Retreader shall not transport the tire casings without a properly completed invoice 
form and Retreader Trip Log.  
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference:  
Sections 42950, 42951, 42952, 42953, 42961.5, and 42962, Public Resources Code. 

18461. Manifest System Requirements for Waste Tire End-Use Facilities.  
The Waste Tire Manifest System requires specific actions on the part of end-use facilities 
including, but not limited to, the following:  
(a) An end-use facility shall complete, retain a copy, and forward the original Manifest Form 
to the Board pursuant to Section 42961.5 of the Public Resources Code and the directions 
on the form when accepting used or waste tires from a waste tire hauler. 

1) If a tire casing is being shipped to an end use facility for inspection, retreading, 
recasing, or recapping by a Retreader, an invoice as required pursuant to 
18459.2.1(b) may be substituted for the Manifest form.  

 
(b) The waste tire end-use facility may accept the used or waste tires from waste tire 
hauler(s) who are not registered with the Board and/or has no manifest.  
(c) The end-use facility shall complete both the end-use facility and tire hauler portions of 
the Manifest Form when reporting unregistered waste tire haulers that are not exempt 
pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 42954. The completed Manifest Form shall be 
submitted to the Board.  
(d) End-use facility operators shall make available for review by the waste tire hauler any 
Board issued permit, exclusion from waste tire facility permitting requirements, or any local 
permit or license allowing the storage of used or waste tires on the site. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference:  
Sections 42950, 42951, 42952, 42953, 42961.5, and 42962, Public Resources Code. 

18462. Manifest System Requirements for Tire Dealers or Waste Tire Generators.  
(a) A tire dealer or waste tire generator shall not give, contract, or arrange with another 
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to transport used or waste tires unless that person is a registered waste tire hauler 
under Public Resources Code Section 42954. 

dealer or waste tire generator shall complete, retain a copy, and forward the 
Manifest Form to the Board pursuant to Section 42961.5 of the Public Resources 

the directions on the form when a used/waste tire hauler picks up used or waste 

If a tire casing is being shipped from a generator or tire dealer for inspection, 
retreading, recasing, or recapping by a Retreader, an invoice as required pursuant to 
18459.2.1(b) may be substituted for the Manifest form. This invoice shall be retained 
at the place of business for a period of three (3) years and be made available to any 
authorized representative of the Board upon request. 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference: 
Sections 42950, 42951, 42952, 42953, 42961.5, and 42962, Public Resources Code. 
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person to transport used or waste tires unless that person is a registered waste tire hauler 
or is exempt under Public Resources Code Section 42954.  
(b) A tire dealer or waste tire generator shall complete, retain a copy, and forward the 
original Manifest Form to the Board pursuant to Section 42961.5 of the Public Resources 
Code and the directions on the form when a used/waste tire hauler picks up used or waste 
tires. 

1) If a tire casing is being shipped from a generator or tire dealer for inspection, 
retreading, recasing, or recapping by a Retreader, an invoice as required pursuant to 
18459.2.1(b) may be substituted for the Manifest form. This invoice shall be retained 
at the place of business for a period of three (3) years and be made available to any 
authorized representative of the Board upon request. 

 
 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 42966, and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference:  
Sections 42950, 42951, 42952, 42953, 42961.5, and 42962, Public Resources Code. 
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AGENDA ITEM 8 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Program Application For 
Pacific Pallet Company (FY 05/06) 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

This agenda item presents for consideration the Pacific Pallet Company application to the 
Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Program (RMDZ Loan). Pacific Pallet 
Company is requesting a $712,000 loan for real estate, equipment and working capital. 
The Company manufactures wooden pallets from scrap pallets and discarded dunnage 
(large wooden planks used to stabilize cargo in ships). The project is located in Long 
Beach, California, within the Long Beach Recycling Market Development Zone. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
None 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the RMDZ Loan application for Pacific Pallet Company. 
2. Approve with revisions the RMDZ Loan application for Pacific Pallet Company. 
3. Take no action and provide staff with further direction. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Board approve Option No.1 and adopt Resolution Number 
2005-162 to approve a RMDZ Loan to Pacific Pallet Company in the amount of $712,000. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Company Background 
Pacific Pallet Company was formed by equal owners and brothers, Sam and Steve 
Amato, in 1969 through the purchase of the used pallet repair division of then 
existing company, Select Pallet Company. Pacific Pallet took over Select's lease in 
Long Beach and had operated at that location for over 25 years until recently when it 
had finally outgrown the site and constructed its own building and facility. The new 
site is still in Long Beach and only a few blocks away from the previous location. 

Pacific Pallet evolved into the manufacturing of refurbished and new pallets in the 
early 1970's. Currently up to 60 percent of Pacific Pallet's business is derived from 
the sale of recycled wooden pallets. Customers include Heinz Foods, Newark Pacific 
Paper, Fuji Corporation, American Honda, and many more. 

Board Approved Eligibility Criteria — August 2003 
• Pacific Pallet Company qualifies under Board approved eligibility criteria as a 

reuse and recycling project. 
• The project takes a finished product (scrap wooden pallet) that has served its 

useful life, and provides new value to the product that makes it usable again for its 
original intended purpose. 
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the sale of recycled wooden pallets.  Customers include Heinz Foods, Newark Pacific 
Paper, Fuji Corporation, American Honda, and many more. 
 
Board Approved Eligibility Criteria – August 2003 
• Pacific Pallet Company qualifies under Board approved eligibility criteria as a 

reuse and recycling project. 
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useful life, and provides new value to the product that makes it usable again for its 
original intended purpose. 
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• The project also takes post consumer or secondary material (wood dunnage) and 
produces a value-added finished product (wooden pallet). 

Feedstock Sources 
• Discarded used pallets from various companies. Pacific Pallet caters mostly to 

the local community It is a major supplier to many port businesses as well as 
other industrial, manufacturing and shipping companies located in the area. Very 
often, the companies which supply the scrap pallets are the ones who would buy 
them back once refurbished. 

• The company also accepts dunnage from Long Beach and Los Angeles harbor 
stevedoring companies. 

Value-Added Product 
• Pacific Pallet takes the scrap pallets, disassembles them with a band saw, then 

reassembles the usable wood materials into refurbished pallets. New wood is 
sometimes used for the manufacturing of refurbished pallets. 

• It also takes wood dunnage and cuts them into sizes to manufacture pallets, cranes 
and skids. 

End Users 
• Local manufacturing and shipping companies. Major customers include Heinz 

Foods, Newark Pacific Paper, American Honda, Fuji, Wolf Range, Dean Range 
and many others. 

Proposed RMDZ Loan Request 
• Pacific Pallet Company has requested a RMDZ loan in the amount of $712,000. 

Loan proceeds will be used as follows: 

1. Real Estate: $500,000 to pay off a portion of a $862,000 $500,000 
construction loan Pacific Pallet had acquired to construct 
its new facility. Pacific Pallet has a commitment from 
International City Bank to finance the balance of $362,000. 

2. Equipment: Multi Head Hydraulic horizontal ban saw $48,000 
Nailer Machine with 5-piece nail guns $85,000 
Custom Made Dust Collector $25,000 

$158,000 
3. Working Capital: Inventory/Equipment rental/personnel $50,000 

RMDZ loan request total: $712,000 

Interdivisional Reviews 
• Permitting and Enforcement Division (P&E) has reviewed the applicant's permit 

requirements and has determined that a solid waste permit is not necessary for 
Pacific Pallet Company's operation. 

• Staff from Diversion, Planning, and Local Assistance Division (DPLA) has 
reviewed the project and has determined that the material to be processed by 
Pacific Pallet Company is normally disposed of in a landfill. 
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• The project also takes post consumer or secondary material (wood dunnage) and 
produces a value-added finished product (wooden pallet). 

 
Feedstock Sources 
• Discarded used pallets from various companies.  Pacific Pallet caters mostly to 

the local community.  It is a major supplier to many port businesses as well as 
other industrial, manufacturing and shipping companies located in the area.  Very 
often, the companies which supply the scrap pallets are the ones who would buy 
them back once refurbished. 

• The company also accepts dunnage from Long Beach and Los Angeles harbor 
stevedoring companies. 

 
Value-Added Product 
• Pacific Pallet takes the scrap pallets, disassembles them with a band saw, then 

reassembles the usable wood materials into refurbished pallets.  New wood is 
sometimes used for the manufacturing of refurbished pallets.   

• It also takes wood dunnage and cuts them into sizes to manufacture pallets, cranes 
and skids. 

 
End Users 
• Local manufacturing and shipping companies.  Major customers include Heinz 

Foods, Newark Pacific Paper, American Honda, Fuji, Wolf Range, Dean Range 
and many others. 

 
Proposed RMDZ Loan Request 
• Pacific Pallet Company has requested a RMDZ loan in the amount of $712,000.  

Loan proceeds will be used as follows: 
 

1. Real Estate:  $500,000 to pay off a portion of  a $862,000    $500,000   
construction loan Pacific Pallet had acquired to construct 
 its new facility.  Pacific Pallet has a commitment from  
International City Bank to finance the balance of $362,000. 
 

2. Equipment: Multi Head Hydraulic horizontal ban saw      $48,000 
        Nailer Machine with 5-piece nail guns          $85,000     
        Custom Made Dust Collector                         $25,000 
         $158,000 

3. Working Capital:  Inventory/Equipment rental/personnel                   $50,000 
 
RMDZ loan request total:                                                                      $712,000   
 
Interdivisional Reviews 
• Permitting and Enforcement Division (P&E) has reviewed the applicant’s permit 

requirements and has determined that a solid waste permit is not necessary for 
Pacific Pallet Company’s operation. 

• Staff from Diversion, Planning, and Local Assistance Division (DPLA) has 
reviewed the project and has determined that the material to be processed by 
Pacific Pallet Company is normally disposed of in a landfill. 
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• Pacific Pallet Company has certified that the project complies with all local and 
federal laws, regulations, requirements and rules, including CEQA. 

Loan Committee 
• The Loan Committee will meet on June 2, 2005 to consider staff's analysis of 

Pacific Pallet Company's loan application, and their ability to repay and 
collateralize the loan. 

• The results will be presented at the June 7, 2005 Sustainability and Market 
Development Committee. 

B. Environmental Issues 
• The newly constructed facility is located at 2110 Gaylord Street, Long Beach, 

California 90813. The site is 44,000 square feet in size with 11,700 square feet of 
covered space for manufacturing and storage. The site is zoned Industrial General 
("IG"), a Long Beach zoning designation for heavy industrial and manufacturing 
uses. The property has concrete walls on three sides and a rod iron fence on the 
remaining side. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
• Based on the information in the jurisdiction's Source Reduction And Recycling 

Element (SRRE), discarded wood waste that will be used in feedstock for this 
project is normally disposed of in landfills. 

• Pacific Pallet Company is projected to increase its processing of discarded wood 
waste from the current 6,000 tons per year to 20,000 tons per year and will 
contribute to the diversion of that material from the waste stream, thereby 
assisting the local jurisdiction's compliance with the disposal reduction mandate 
under the Integrated Waste Management Act, Assembly Bill (AB) 939. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
• The Los Angeles County recycling coordinator, zone administrator and the local 

jurisdiction are the key stakeholders for this project. 
• This new project will divert an additional 14,000 tons per year of discarded wood 

waste from California landfills. 
• It is projected that five new jobs will be created as a result of this loan. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
• Public Resources Code, Section 42023.1, provides the authority that funds this item. 
• This item is funded by the Recycling Market Development Loan Program Sub 

account. 

F. Legal Issues 
None 

G. Environmental Justice 
The U.S. Census Bureau 2000 depicts for Census Tract No. 5775, Los Angeles 
County, California the following: 
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jurisdiction are the key stakeholders for this project. 

• This new project will divert an additional 14,000 tons per year of discarded wood 
waste from California landfills. 

• It is projected that five new jobs will be created as a result of this loan. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
• Public Resources Code, Section 42023.1, provides the authority that funds this item. 
• This item is funded by the Recycling Market Development Loan Program Sub 

account. 
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None 
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VI. 

• Demographics 
7.5% Black or 

36.1% White 
2.8% Asian 
1.2% American 
1.2% Native Hawaiian 

51.2% Other including 

• Economic Profile 
$13,750 Median household 
$ 6,992 Per capita 

77.3% Persons living 

Project Site Information 

African American 

Indian & Alaska Native 
& Other Pacific Islander 

Hispanic and Latino Non White 

income 
income 

below poverty 

Street, Long Beach, California 90813. 
Industrial General district is considered 

sanctuary" district where a wide range of 
desirable in other districts may locate. The 

heavy industrial and manufacturing uses. 
industrial. Nearest residence is about 1/2  

2001 Strategic Plan as follows: 

B: Process low interest loans for companies that 
solid waste into a recycled raw material or use a 

ultimately produce a recycled content product. 

B. Promotes economic development in underserved 

B: Promotes the Board's Environmental justice 

B: Program staff works with business in local 
diversion of materials from landfills. 

• Site location is 2110 Gaylord 
• The site is zoned "IG". The 

Long Beach City's "industrial 
industries that may not be 
emphasis is on traditionally 

• This area is predominantly 
mile away. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports the Board's 

• Goal 2, Objective 2, Strategy 
either convert non-hazardous 
recycled raw material to 

• Goal 3, Objective 2, Strategy 
areas. 

• Goal 6, Objective 1, Strategy 
policies into program eligibility. 

• Goal 7, Objective 2, Strategy 
jurisdictions to increase 

FUNDING INFORMATION 

1. Fund 
Source 

2. Amount 
Available 

3. Amount to 
Fund Item 

4. Amount 
Remaining 

5. Line Item 

RMDZ Loan 
Sub-account 

$11,097,000 $ 712,000 $10,385,000 Direct Loan 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Resolution Number 2005-162 
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• Demographics 

  7.5%  Black or African American 
36.1%  White 
  2.8%  Asian 
  1.2%  American Indian & Alaska Native 
  1.2%  Native Hawaiian & Other Pacific Islander 
51.2%  Other including Hispanic and Latino Non White 
 

• Economic Profile 
$13,750 Median household income 
$  6,992 Per capita income 
   77.3% Persons living below poverty 
 

Project Site Information 
• Site location is 2110 Gaylord Street, Long Beach, California 90813. 
• The site is zoned “IG”.  The Industrial General district is considered 

Long Beach City's "industrial sanctuary" district where a wide range of 
industries that may not be desirable in other districts may locate.  The 
emphasis is on traditionally heavy industrial and manufacturing uses. 

• This area is predominantly industrial.  Nearest residence is about ½ 
mile away. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports the Board’s 2001 Strategic Plan as follows: 
 
• Goal 2, Objective 2, Strategy B:  Process low interest loans for companies that 

either convert non-hazardous solid waste into a recycled raw material or use a 
recycled raw material to ultimately produce a recycled content product. 

 
• Goal 3, Objective 2, Strategy B.  Promotes economic development in underserved 

areas. 
 
• Goal 6, Objective 1, Strategy B:  Promotes the Board’s Environmental justice 

policies into program eligibility. 
 
• Goal 7, Objective 2, Strategy B:  Program staff works with business in local 

jurisdictions to increase diversion of materials from landfills.   
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
 

1. Fund 
Source 

2. Amount 
Available 

3. Amount to 
Fund Item 

4. Amount 
Remaining 

5. Line Item 

RMDZ Loan 
Sub-account 

$11,097,000 $     712,000 $10,385,000 Direct Loan 

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1.  Resolution Number 2005-162 
 



Board Meeting Agenda Item-8 
June 14-15, 2005 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Daisy Kong Phone: (916) 341-6528 
B. Legal Staff: Michael Bledsoe Phone: (916) 341-6058 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

The Zone Administrator for the Long Beach Recycling Market Development Zone 
has provided input and support for this project. 

B. Opposition 
Staff has not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-162 

Consideration Of The Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Program Application 
Pacific Pallet Company (FY 05/06) 

WHEREAS, the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) is authorized to make 
loans to recycling businesses located in designated Recycling Market Development Zones that 
use post consumer or secondary waste materials from its Recycling Market Development 
Revolving Loan Account; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff has received a complete loan application which is ready for 
consideration; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff has determined that the application is eligible for consideration of loan 
funding and has recommended to the Loan Committee the approval and authorization of the loan 
to the eligible applicant; and 

WHEREAS, the Loan Committee has considered the credit-worthiness of the eligible applicant 
and has recommended to the Board the approval and authorization of the loan to the eligible 
applicant; and 

WHEREAS, the Board staff and Loan Committee have considered the extent to which the 
eligible applicant meets the goals of the Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan 
Program and have recommended to the Board the approval and authorization of the loan to the 
eligible applicant; and 

WHEREAS, Section 17935.6 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations allows the 
extension of a loan commitment beyond 180 days if agreed to by both the Board and the 
Applicant. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that in accordance with the recommendations of 
the Board staff and the Loan Committee, the Board hereby approves the funding of the following 
loan in the following original principal amount as set forth next to the Borrower's name, subject 
to all terms and conditions contained in the loan agreement to be prepared by Board staff for this 
loan in accordance with applicable regulations, and on such other terms and conditions as the 
Board or its duly authorized staff representative in its or their sole discretion deems necessary or 
advisable: 

BORROWER AMOUNT 

Pacific Pallet Company $ 712,000 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-162 

Consideration Of The Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Program Application 
Pacific Pallet Company (FY 05/06) 
 
WHEREAS, the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) is authorized to make 
loans to recycling businesses located in designated Recycling Market Development Zones that 
use post consumer or secondary waste materials from its Recycling Market Development 
Revolving Loan Account; and 
 
WHEREAS, Board staff has received a complete loan application which is ready for 
consideration; and  
 
WHEREAS, Board staff has determined that the application is eligible for consideration of loan 
funding and has recommended to the Loan Committee the approval and authorization of the loan 
to the eligible applicant; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Loan Committee has considered the credit-worthiness of the eligible applicant 
and has recommended to the Board the approval and authorization of the loan to the eligible 
applicant; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board staff and Loan Committee have considered the extent to which the 
eligible applicant meets the goals of the Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan 
Program and have recommended to the Board the approval and authorization of the loan to the 
eligible applicant; and 
 
WHEREAS, Section 17935.6 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations allows the 
extension of a loan commitment beyond 180 days if agreed to by both the Board and the 
Applicant. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that in accordance with the recommendations of 
the Board staff and the Loan Committee, the Board hereby approves the funding of the following 
loan in the following original principal amount as set forth next to the Borrower’s name, subject 
to all terms and conditions contained in the loan agreement to be prepared by Board staff for this 
loan in accordance with applicable regulations, and on such other terms and conditions as the 
Board or its duly authorized staff representative in its or their sole discretion deems necessary or 
advisable: 
 
BORROWER        AMOUNT 
 
Pacific Pallet Company       $   712,000 
 

(over) 



RESOLVED FURTHER, that the Board, the Executive Director, or their authorized 
representative(s), be and each hereby is, authorized to do and perform any and all such acts, 
including, but not limited to, execution of the loan agreement, to be prepared by Board staff, 
and all other documents or certificates as the Board, the Executive Director, or their authorized 
representative(s), in its or their sole discretion, deem necessary or advisable to carry out the 
purposes of this Resolution. 

RESOLVED FURTHER, that any actions of the Board, the Executive Director, or their 
authorized representative(s), taken prior to the date of the adoption of this Resolution, which 
are within the scope of authority conferred by this Resolution, are hereby ratified, confirmed and 
approved as the acts and deeds of the Board. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 9 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Program Application For 
TerraMai, A California Corporation (FY 05/06) 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
This agenda item presents for consideration the TerraMai, a California corporation, 
application to the Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Program (RMDZ 
Loan). TerraMai (borrower) is requesting a $944,000 loan to finance the expansion of 
the reclaimed wood and re-milling operation. TerraMai will use the loan proceeds to 
purchase machinery and equipment, add leasehold improvements and strengthen the 
working capital to stock inventory and carry accounts receivable for the expanding 
business within the Siskiyou County Recycling Market Development Zone. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
None 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the RMDZ Loan application for TerraMai. 
2. Approve with revisions the RMDZ Loan application for TerraMai. 
3. Take no action and provide staff with further direction. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Board approve Option No.1 and adopt Resolution Number 
2005-163 to approve a RMDZ Loan to TerraMai in the amount of $944,000. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Company Background: 
• TerraMai, a California corporation, was formerly known as Jefferson Recycled 

Woodworks, Inc. Jefferson Recycled Woodworks, Inc. d.b.a. TerraMai, was 
established in 1991 with a vision of protecting old growth forests in both local and 
global communities. On December 24, 2003, by an amendment to the Articles of 
Incorporation, the company's name was changed to "TerraMai". 

• TerraMai handles reclaimed solid wood, processes the wood, adds value by re-milling, 
and sells the lumber to commercial and custom residential building contractors. The 
company uses metal detectors to extract bolts and nails, then saws and planes the wood. 
In addition to buying deconstructed wood locally, TerraMai has an Asian division, Asia 
Rain, which sells deconstructed wood flooring and paneling material that are imported 
precut and packed in cartons at the country of origin, such as Thailand. 

• TerraMai is a member of the West Coast Lumber Inspection Bureau; therefore, 
TerraMai is qualified to provide a structural grading certificate for timber and lumber 
packages that it sells to customers. 

• Richard L. McFarland and Erika A. Carpenter are the founding stockholders and work in 
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I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

This agenda item presents for consideration the TerraMai, a California corporation,   
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1. Approve the RMDZ Loan application for TerraMai. 
2. Approve with revisions the RMDZ Loan application for TerraMai. 
3. Take no action and provide staff with further direction. 
 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Board approve Option No.1 and adopt Resolution Number 
2005-163 to approve a RMDZ Loan to TerraMai in the amount of $944,000. 

 
V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
 
Company Background:
• TerraMai, a California corporation, was formerly known as Jefferson Recycled 
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global communities.  On December 24, 2003, by an amendment to the Articles of 
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Rain, which sells deconstructed wood flooring and paneling material that are imported 
precut and packed in cartons at the country of origin, such as Thailand.   
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the capacity of President and Secretary, respectively. Ken Westrick, Chairman, joined 
the company in September 2003 after Mr. Westrick bought out a former stockholder. 

Board Approved Eligibility Criteria — November 2003 
• A recycling project is one project where post consumer or secondary materials are used 

to produce a value-added finished product or intermediate processing of recovered 
material is provided. A value added recycled product is one in which the raw materials 
have increased their value through a change in their character or composition through a 
manufacturing process. TerraMai purchases deconstructed (post consumer) solid wood 
and reclaims the wood that otherwise would be land filled. TerraMai remanufactures 
the lumber by extracting bolts and nails, then saws and planes the wood. The reclaimed 
wood may be cut into large dimensional lumber with tongue and groove cuts or custom 
cuts that are used in flooring, structural beams, joists, siding, decking, paneling or other 
custom products as specified by customers. 

Feedstock Sources 
• TerraMai gets its feedstock from various sources. Deconstructed wood is received 

from old factory buildings, demolished buildings, old California wine tanks, wharves, 
abandoned logging decks, bridge piling, packaging surpluses (dunnage), old growth 
beams, downed ancient redwoods, etc. 

• A recent example is the 25 semi-trailer truckloads of Douglas fir reclaimed in late 
2004 and early 2005 from a firm in Napa. This wood was used as dunnage to ship 
and store pipes. As the pipe manufacturing company shut down their location in 
Napa, the company was required to dispose of approximately 500,000 board feet 
weighing 700 tons. TerraMai graded the wood onsite and then had it trucked 260 
miles to TerraMai's yard in McCloud where it was bar-coded for inventory. 

• Reclaimed solid wood from "old growth" (harvested prior to the mid 1900s) trees are 
often centuries old, large in diameter, very long, high density, high fiber content with 
much higher specific gravity. Reclaimed wood tends to have fewer knots and pitch 
pockets. Reclaimed wood are often characterized by higher ring count per inch than 
the current or second growth wood. In order to obtain the deconstructed wood, 
TerraMai is always on the look out for wood structures that are slated for demolition 
so that it can purchase the rights to salvage the wood. 

Value-Added Product 
• TerraMai's products are made from deconstructed wood. The wood is graded, sorted, 

and re-milled for various user applications such as lumber, structural beams, joists, 
decking, siding, paneling and flooring. 

End Users 
• TerraMai's products are ultimately used by commercial and custom residential real 

property owners. 
• Landscape contractors buy the fine wood waste generated by the milling machines. 

TerraMai is proposing to add two kilns so that some of the residual material can be 
used as fuel stock to heat the kilns 

Proposed RMDZ Loan Request 
• TerraMai has requested a RMDZ loan in the amount of $944,000. Loan proceeds will 

be used to purchase machinery and equipment, add leasehold improvements and 
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End Users 
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• Landscape contractors buy the fine wood waste generated by the milling machines.   
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strengthen the working capital. 
Interdivisional Reviews 
• Permitting and Enforcement Division (P&E) have reviewed the applicant's permit 

requirements and is of the view that permitting may not be required and are in the 
process of checking with the local enforcement authority for any applicable 
construction and demo operations tier notification. The results of this review will be 
presented at the Sustainability and Market Development Committee. 

• Staff from Diversion, Planning, and Local Assistance Division (DPLA) is in the 
process of reviewing the project and the results will be presented at the Sustainability 
and Market Development Committee. 

• TerraMai has certified that the project complies with all local and federal laws, 
regulations, requirements and rules, including CEQA. 

Loan Committee 
• The Loan Committee will meet on June 2, 2005 to consider staff's analysis of TerraMai's 

loan application and the applicant's ability to repay and collateralize the loan. 
• The results will be presented at the Sustainability and Market Development Committee. 

B. Environmental Issues 
• TerraMai is located in McCloud, California on the southeast side of Mount 

Shasta. 
• The facility was previously used as a logging equipment storage and repair facility 

for Champion International, Inc. that had maintained underground fuel storage tanks 
but these were removed in 1996 under State and County supervision. 

• TerraMai maintains an above ground fuel and storage tank with containment 
system, which is County approved. 

• The land is zoned "heavy industrial". 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
• Based on the information in the jurisdiction's Source Reduction And Recycling 

Element (SRRE), discarded deconstructed wood and lumber material that will be 
used in feedstock for this project are normally disposed of in landfills. 

• TerraMai is projected to process from the current 933 tons per year to 1,829 tons 
per year in 2006 of deconstructed wood and will contribute to the diversion of that 
material from the waste stream, thereby assisting the local jurisdiction's 
compliance with the disposal reduction mandate under the Integrated Waste 
Management Act, Assembly Bill (AB) 939. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
• The Siskiyou County recycling coordinator, zone administrator, and the local 

jurisdiction are the key stakeholders for this project. 
• This new project will divert an additional 896 tons per year to 1,829 tons per year 

of discarded deconstructed wood waste from California landfills. 
• It is projected that nine new jobs will be created as a result of this loan. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
• Public Resources Code, Section 42023.1, provides the authority that funds this item. 
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• This item is funded by the Recycling Market Development Loan Program Sub 
account. 

F.  Legal Issues 
None 

G.  Environmental Justice 
The U.S. Census Bureau 2000 for Census Tract 12 Siskiyou County, California, 
depicts the following: 
• Demographics 

1.7% Black or African American 
89.9% White 
0.9% Asian 
2.1% American Indian & Alaska Native 
0.4% Native Hawaiian & Other Pacific Islander 
0.4% Other 
3.4% Two or more races 

• Economic Profile 
$30,242 Median household income 
$16,521 Per capita income 

45.6% Persons living below poverty 

Project Site Information 
• Site location is 1104 Firenze Street, McCloud, California 96057 
• The site is zoned "heavy industrial". 
• Site is located on the southeast side of Mt. Shasta. 
• The property is leased from a partnership consisting of Erika Carpenter, Richard 

McFarland, and Kit and Dorothy Carpenter. TerraMai leases approximately five 
acres, which comprises an open yard, a 15,600 square feet (SF) warehouse, and an 
additional 1,200 SF of office building. There are four other tenants renting 
approximately 6,000 SF of the warehouse space. In addition, TerraMai owns a 
1,000 SF trailer, which serves as office space for sales staff. The warehouse was 
built in 1960. The office building was completed in 2002. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports the Board's 2001 Strategic Plan as follows: 
• Goal 2, Objective 2, Strategy B: Process low interest loans for companies that 

either convert non-hazardous solid waste into a recycled raw material or use a 
recycled raw material to ultimately produce a recycled content product. 

• Goal 3, Objective 2, Strategy B. Promotes economic development in underserved 
areas. 

• Goal 6, Objective 1, Strategy B: Promotes the Board's Environmental justice policies 
into program eligibility. 

• Goal 7, Objective 2, Strategy B: Program staff works with business in local 
jurisdictions to increase diversion of materials from landfills. TerraMai is 
expected to divert 1,829 tons of post consumer lumber that were discarded after 
use by commercial and residential real estate properties by recycling them to 
reusable lumber by commercial and custom residential building contractors. 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 

1. Fund 2. Amount 3. Amount to 4. Amount 5. Line Item 
Source Available Fund Item Remaining 

RMDZ Loan $10,385,000 $ 944,000 $9,441,000 Direct Loan 
Sub-account 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Resolution Number 2005-163 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff: Govindan Viswanathan Phone: (916) 341-6541 
B.  Legal Staff: Michael Bledsoe Phone: (916) 341-6058 
C.  Administration Staff: N/A Phone: 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A.  Support 

The Zone Administrator for the Siskiyou County Recycling Market Development 
Zone has provided support for this project. 

B.  Opposition 
Staff has not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-163 

Consideration Of The Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Program Application For 
TerraMai, A California Corporation. (FY 05/06) 

WHEREAS, the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) is authorized to make 
loans to recycling businesses located in designated Recycling Market Development Zones that 
use post consumer or secondary waste materials from its Recycling Market Development 
Revolving Loan Account; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff has received a complete loan application which is ready for 
consideration; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff has determined that the application is eligible for consideration of loan 
funding and has recommended to the Loan Committee the approval and authorization of the loan 
to the eligible applicant; and 

WHEREAS, the Loan Committee has considered the credit-worthiness of the eligible applicant 
and has recommended to the Board the approval and authorization of the loan to the eligible 
applicant; and 

WHEREAS, the Board staff and Loan Committee have considered the extent to which the 
eligible applicant meets the goals of the Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan 
Program and have recommended to the Board the approval and authorization of the loan to the 
eligible applicant; and 

WHEREAS, Section 17935.6 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations allows the 
extension of a loan commitment beyond 180 days if agreed to by both the Board and the 
Applicant. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that in accordance with the recommendations of 
the Board staff and the Loan Committee, the Board hereby approves the funding of the following 
loan in the following original principal amount as set forth next to the Borrower's name, subject 
to all terms and conditions contained in the loan agreement to be prepared by Board staff for this 
loan in accordance with applicable regulations, and on such other terms and conditions as the 
Board or its duly authorized staff representative in its or their sole discretion deems necessary or 
advisable: 

BORROWER AMOUNT 

TerraMai, A California Corporation $944,000 

(over) 
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RESOLVED FURTHER, that the Board, the Executive Director, or their authorized 
representative(s), be and each hereby is, authorized to do and perform any and all such acts, 
including, but not limited to, execution of the loan agreement, to be prepared by Board staff, and 
all other documents or certificates as the Board, the Executive Director, or their authorized 
representative(s), in its or their sole discretion, deem necessary or advisable to carry out the 
purposes of this Resolution. 

RESOLVED FURTHER, that any actions of the Board, the Executive Director, or their 
authorized representative(s), taken prior to the date of the adoption of this Resolution, which are 
within the scope of authority conferred by this Resolution, are hereby ratified, confirmed and 
approved as the acts and deeds of the Board. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 

of a 

Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 

Page (2005-163) 

 

Page (2005-163)  

RESOLVED FURTHER, that the Board, the Executive Director, or their authorized 
representative(s), be and each hereby is, authorized to do and perform any and all such acts, 
including, but not limited to, execution of the loan agreement, to be prepared by Board staff, and 
all other documents or certificates as the Board, the Executive Director, or their authorized 
representative(s), in its or their sole discretion, deem necessary or advisable to carry out the 
purposes of this Resolution. 
 
RESOLVED FURTHER, that any actions of the Board, the Executive Director, or their 
authorized representative(s), taken prior to the date of the adoption of this Resolution, which are 
within the scope of authority conferred by this Resolution, are hereby ratified, confirmed and 
approved as the acts and deeds of the Board.  
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 



California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

June 14-15, 2005 

AGENDA ITEM 10 (Revised) 
ITEM 
Consideration Of Recommended Environmental Purchasing Criteria For Use By State Agencies 
Pursuant To The Electronic Waste Recycling Act 

I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The purpose of this item is to transmit to the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(Board) the recommendation of the Purchasing Criteria Working Group and for the Board to 
adopt purchasing criteria pursuant to Public Resource Code (PRC) section 42475.3. 

The Electronic Waste Recycling Act of 2003 (Act), commonly referred to as SB 20 [SB 
20 (Sher, Chapter 526, Statutes of 2003), and SB 50 (Sher, Chapter 863, Statutes of 
2004)], established a "covered electronic waste recycling fee" collected at the point of 
sale, and the subsequent dispersal of recovery and recycling payments to approved 
collectors and recyclers. 

The Act also directs the Board, in coordination with the Department of Toxic Substances 
Control (DTSC), to establish a working group to develop and recommend environmental 
purchasing criteria that may be used by state agencies to identify covered electronic devices 
with reduced environmental impacts. This agenda item presents the recommendations of 
the Purchasing Criteria Working Group as required in PRC 42475.3: 

42475.3. The board [CIMWBJ in collaboration with the department 
[DTSCJ shall convene a covered electronic waste working group comprised 
of representatives from manufacturers of covered electronic devices and 
other interested parties to develop and, by July 1, 2005, advise the board 
and the State and Consumer Services Agency on environmental purchasing 
criteria that may be used by state agencies to identify covered electronic 
devices with reduced environmental impacts. In defining criteria, the group 
shall consider the environmental impacts of products over their entire life 
cycle, as well as tradeoffs in other product attributes such as safety, 
product functionality, and cost. The group shall also consider any federal 
product evaluation or rating system, or market based system to promote the 
development and sale of environmentally conscious products. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
No previous Board action has been taken on this item. 

III.  OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The options below are based on the recommendation of the purchasing criteria working 
group. 

The Board may decide to: 
1. Adopt the Electronic Product Environmental Assessment Tool (EPEAT) rating 

system and specify bronze-level certification for covered electronic devices (CEDs) 
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(as defined by the Electronic Waste Recycling Act and subsequent regulations) and 
request that the Department of General Services (DGS) issue a Broadcast Bulletin on 
the use of EPEAT by state agencies. 

2. Adopt the EPEAT rating system and specify bronze-level certification for all current 
and future EPEAT-rated products, and request DGS to issue a Broadcast Bulletin on 
the use of EPEAT by state agencies, and adopt Resolution Number 2005-164. 

3. Adopt the EPEAT rating system and specify bronze-level certification for all current 
and future EPEAT-rated products, and request DGS to issue a Broadcast Bulletin on 
the use of EPEAT by state agencies and commit to active participation by California 
in EPEAT implementation. This may include participation on a future Advisory 
Board to guide the continued development of EPEAT. 

4. Do not adopt purchasing criteria. 
5. Develop California-specific procurement criteria for covered devices. 

IV.  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Board select Option # 2, and adopt Resolution Number 
2005-164. This option meets the requirement of the Electronic Waste Recycling Act of 
2003, builds on existing efforts by staff and stakeholders, provides a valuable tool to state 
agencies, and requires minimal resource allocation by the Board, DTSC and DGS. 

V.  ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
The Electronic Waste Recycling Act of 2003 (SB 20 and SB 50) 
The Electronic Waste Recycling Act defines a covered electronic device (CED) as "a 
video display device containing a screen greater than four inches, measured 
diagonally that is identified in the regulations adopted by the department [of Toxic 
Substances Control] pursuant to subdivision (b) of Section 25214.10.1 of the Health 
and Safety Code." 

The major product categories that currently meet the definition of a covered 
electronic device (CED) include: laptops, CRT televisions, CRT computer monitors, 
and LCD desk top monitors. Starting July 1, 2005 all plasma displays (monitors and 
televisions) and LCD televisions will be included as covered electronic devices. The 
DTSC is currently working in coordination with a variety of stakeholders to develop 
an approach for testing additional products to determine if those electronic products 
are hazardous waste when discarded and should be added by regulation to the list of 
CEDs covered by the Electronic Waste Recycling Act. 

The Act directs the State to establish a working group and recommend 
environmentally preferable purchasing criteria for use by state agencies. 

Working Group Process 
The purchasing criteria working group was coordinated by staff from the Board, 
DTSC, and DGS. To establish the Working Group, staff contacted a variety of 
individuals and organizations to request their participation. The working group 
participants included representatives from electronic equipment manufacturers, 
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electronic industry organizations, environmental organizations and the US EPA. (See 
Attachment 2 for list of working group participants.) 

Prior to the first meeting of the Working Group, staff researched existing purchasing 
criteria resources and identified the EPEAT as a possible option for meeting the 
requirements of the Electronic Waste Recycling Act. The EPEAT criteria, identified 
by a nationwide group of stakeholders, are intended to help purchasers in the public 
and private sector incorporate environmental attributes when selecting electronic 
products. Additional information is provided in the description below. The working 
group discussed EPEAT over the course of the working group meetings. 

Board staff participated in the EPEAT Development Team during the development of 
the EPEAT criteria. With the criteria developed, the EPEAT Implementation Team is 
currently selecting an organization accredited to carry out the American National 
Standards Institute (ANSI) standards development processes to coordinate the final 
public review process of the EPEAT criteria. By the spring of 2006, EPEAT is 
expected to be fully operational. 

EPEAT Background 
The EPEAT is an environmental procurement tool currently under development that 
is designed to help institutional purchasers in the public and private sectors evaluate, 
compare and select desktop computers, laptops and monitors based on their 
environmental attributes. EPEAT was initiated through a cooperative agreement 
between the Zero Waste Alliance and US EPA Region 10. Development of EPEAT 
involves a broad range of stakeholders and a process that provides for openness, 
balance, consideration of all views, and consensus decision-making. Initiated in 
2003, EPEAT was prompted by a growing demand by institutional purchasers for an 
easy-to-use evaluation tool that allows the comparison and selection of electronic 
products based on environmental performance. The electronics industry welcomes 
EPEAT as a tool to provide a clear and consistent set of performance criteria for the 
design of products, and provides an opportunity to secure market recognition for 
efforts to reduce the environmental impact of its products. 

Purchasers will be able to use EPEAT to evaluate electronic products according to three 
tiers of environmental performance — bronze, silver and gold. The complete set of 
criteria includes 22 mandatory criteria and 33 optional criteria in eight performance 
categories. To qualify for EPEAT, a product must conform to all the mandatory criteria, 
while manufacturers will be able to pick and choose among the optional criteria to boost 
their EPEAT baseline "score" to achieve a higher ranking level as follows: 

Bronze: Product meets all mandatory criteria 

Silver: Product meets all mandatory criteria plus at least 16 optional criteria 

Gold: Product meets all mandatory criteria plus at least 25 optional criteria 

The three-tier system will provide purchasers with the flexibility to select equipment 
that meets the minimum performance criteria or to give preference to models with 
more environmental attributes by specifying a higher EPEAT qualification level. For 
manufacturers, EPEAT will provide flexibility to choose which optional criteria they 
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electronic industry organizations, environmental organizations and the US EPA.  (See 
Attachment 2 for list of working group participants.)   
 
Prior to the first meeting of the Working Group, staff researched existing purchasing 
criteria resources and identified the EPEAT as a possible option for meeting the 
requirements of the Electronic Waste Recycling Act.  The EPEAT criteria, identified 
by a nationwide group of stakeholders, are intended to help purchasers in the public 
and private sector incorporate environmental attributes when selecting electronic 
products.  Additional information is provided in the description below.  The working 
group discussed EPEAT over the course of the working group meetings. 
 
Board staff participated in the EPEAT Development Team during the development of 
the EPEAT criteria.  With the criteria developed, the EPEAT Implementation Team is 
currently selecting an organization accredited to carry out the American National 
Standards Institute (ANSI) standards development processes to coordinate the final 
public review process of the EPEAT criteria.  By the spring of 2006, EPEAT is 
expected to be fully operational.    
 
EPEAT Background 
The EPEAT is an environmental procurement tool currently under development that 
is designed to help institutional purchasers in the public and private sectors evaluate, 
compare and select desktop computers, laptops and monitors based on their 
environmental attributes.  EPEAT was initiated through a cooperative agreement 
between the Zero Waste Alliance and US EPA Region 10.  Development of EPEAT 
involves a broad range of stakeholders and a process that provides for openness, 
balance, consideration of all views, and consensus decision-making.  Initiated in 
2003, EPEAT was prompted by a growing demand by institutional purchasers for an 
easy-to-use evaluation tool that allows the comparison and selection of electronic 
products based on environmental performance.  The electronics industry welcomes 
EPEAT as a tool to provide a clear and consistent set of performance criteria for the 
design of products, and provides an opportunity to secure market recognition for 
efforts to reduce the environmental impact of its products.   
 
Purchasers will be able to use EPEAT to evaluate electronic products according to three 
tiers of environmental performance – bronze, silver and gold.  The complete set of 
criteria includes 22 mandatory criteria and 33 optional criteria in eight performance 
categories.  To qualify for EPEAT, a product must conform to all the mandatory criteria, 
while manufacturers will be able to pick and choose among the optional criteria to boost 
their EPEAT baseline “score” to achieve a higher ranking level as follows:  
 
Bronze: Product meets all mandatory criteria  
 
Silver: Product meets all mandatory criteria plus at least 16 optional criteria  
 
Gold: Product meets all mandatory criteria plus at least 25 optional criteria  
 
The three-tier system will provide purchasers with the flexibility to select equipment 
that meets the minimum performance criteria or to give preference to models with 
more environmental attributes by specifying a higher EPEAT qualification level.  For 
manufacturers, EPEAT will provide flexibility to choose which optional criteria they 
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would like to meet to achieve higher levels of EPEAT qualification. (See Attachment 
1 for draft EPEAT criteria.) 

Before listing their products on EPEAT, manufacturers will sign a formal 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) that commits them to provide accurate 
product and company information and provides for remedies should inaccuracies be 
discovered. The assessment tool will be structured to allow manufacturers to self-
declare, via a web-based interface, that their specific products meet EPEAT 
requirements. For each criterion, producers will be required, on request of the 
EPEAT organization, to provide a specified set of verification data in order to 
demonstrate EPEAT conformance. 

Most criteria refer to environmental performance characteristics of the specific 
product, and the manufacturer will declare to those product criteria for each product 
of their choice. Some criteria will refer to general corporate programs, such as a 
Corporate Environmental Policy, and the manufacturer will declare to those criteria in 
a report to be provided annually. To ensure that the self-declaration system functions 
in a transparent and verifiable manner, the EPEAT organization will randomly select 
a subset of qualified products each year to verify their qualification. 

The EPEAT criteria will be finalized through an ANSI certified process which will 
include a public comment period. The ANSI is a private non-profit organization that 
promotes and facilitates voluntary consensus standards and conformity assessment 
systems. The EPEAT Implementation Team will meet four times during 2005 with the 
target to have its work finished and the EPEAT system formally launched in spring 2006. 

Existing Efforts to Encourage Environmentally Preferable Purchasing Practices 
within State Agency Operations 
A number of initiatives launched in recent years aim to address environmental issues 
within government operations. These efforts include: (1) the Guidelines for the 
Procurement, Use and End-of-Life Management of Electronic Equipment, (2) Assembly 
Bill 498 (Chan, 2002), (3) Cal/EPA Environmental Management System, and (4) the 
DGS Management Memo on the Federal Energy Management Program (FEMP). 

Electronic Equipment Guidelines 
In 2003, DGS and the Board developed the "Guidelines for Procurement, Use and 
End-of-Life Management of Electronic Equipment" for state agencies. This 
resource was developed with input from various stakeholders including 
equipment manufacturers, vendors, state agency procurement staff and other 
interested parties. The Guidelines are designed for State agency procurement 
officers, information technology staff, surplus property staff managers, and any 
other staff or managers involved in purchasing, using or managing electronic 
equipment. State agencies and other organizations can access the Guidelines at 
the Board Web site: www.ciwmb.ca.gov/Electronics/Procurement/PUEOL/  

The recommendation of the working group compliments and furthers the intent of 
the Guidelines. While the Guidelines provide general direction on issues to 
consider when purchasing equipment, EPEAT provides a consistent set of 
performance criteria and a product rating process. EPEAT will facilitate the 
implementation of EPP practices by state agencies. 
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would like to meet to achieve higher levels of EPEAT qualification.  (See Attachment 
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Electronic Equipment Guidelines  
In 2003, DGS and the Board developed the “Guidelines for Procurement, Use and 
End-of-Life Management of Electronic Equipment” for state agencies.  This 
resource was developed with input from various stakeholders including 
equipment manufacturers, vendors, state agency procurement staff and other 
interested parties.  The Guidelines are designed for State agency procurement 
officers, information technology staff, surplus property staff managers, and any 
other staff or managers involved in purchasing, using or managing electronic 
equipment.  State agencies and other organizations can access the Guidelines at 
the Board Web site:  www.ciwmb.ca.gov/Electronics/Procurement/PUEOL/ 
 
The recommendation of the working group compliments and furthers the intent of 
the Guidelines.  While the Guidelines provide general direction on issues to 
consider when purchasing equipment, EPEAT provides a consistent set of 
performance criteria and a product rating process.  EPEAT will facilitate the 
implementation of EPP practices by state agencies. 
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AB 498-Chan EPP and Statewide EPP Taskforce 
Assembly Bill 498 (Chan, Chapter 575, Statutes of 2002) became California law in 
September 2002. The legislation amended the Public Contract Code to include Section 
12400—"Environmentally Preferable Purchasing". This law directs DGS, in 
consultation with the California Environmental Protection Agency, members of the 
public, industry, and public health and environmental organizations, to provide state 
agencies with information and assistance regarding environmentally preferable 
purchasing. The Environmentally Preferable Purchasing (EPP) Task Force, which 
includes a number of subcommittees, works to implement the provisions of AB 498. A 
charge of the EPP Task Force is to develop and implement a strategy to increase 
environmentally preferable purchasing, including the development of statewide 
policies, guidelines, programs, regulations and training. The Subcommittee on 
Electronic Products has taken the lead to meet the requirements established in the 
Electronic Waste Recycling Act. The subcommittee includes staff from the Board, 
DTSC and the DGS. The Subcommittee's responsibilities include researching existing 
purchasing criteria resources, contacting potential stakeholders, establishing the 
Working Group, and coordinating Working Group meetings. The EPP Task Force also 
provides information to the Strategic Sourcing Initiative (SSI) to encourage the 
incorporation of EPP criteria in the development of state procurement contracts, 
including the recent Request for Proposals for information technology (IT) hardware. 

Environmental Management System (EMS) 
The Boards, Departments, and Offices (BDOs) of the California Environmental 
Protection Agency (Cal/EPA) adopted a general environmental policy statement 
in December 2001 that affirms the commitment to reduce ecological impacts from 
business operations, lead by example, and assist sister state agencies in their 
efforts. Implementation of this policy and supporting policies is achieved through 
the Cal/EPA Environmental Management System (EMS) to continually improve 
and align the conduct of business operations with the programmatic mission to 
restore, protect and enhance the environment, to ensure public health, 
environmental quality and economic vitality. 

Additional supporting policies are being and will continue to be developed to 
guide Cal/EPA evolution toward a more sustainable and restorative enterprise. 
Supporting policies, adopted by CalEPA Agency Secretary and Executive 
Directors of the BDOs in June 2004, are as follows: 
1. Environmentally Preferred Procurement and Source Reduction Policy 
2. Waste Reduction Policy 
3. Energy Policy 
4. Electronic Equipment Policy: Energy Efficiency, Materials Efficiency, and 

Toxics Reduction through Procurement, Use, and End-of-Life Management 
5. Transportation Policy 

Establishment of voluntary procurement criteria for covered electronic devices, as 
recommended in this agenda item, serves to further define internal Cal/EPA policy 
objectives for environmentally preferable procurement (EPP) and minimize 
environmental impacts of electronic equipment. Participation as a stakeholder in this 
process "affirms Cal/EPA's commitment to reduce ecological impacts from business 
operations, lead by example, and assist sister state agencies in their efforts." 
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12400—“Environmentally Preferable Purchasing”. This law directs DGS, in 
consultation with the California Environmental Protection Agency, members of the 
public, industry, and public health and environmental organizations, to provide state 
agencies with information and assistance regarding environmentally preferable 
purchasing.  The Environmentally Preferable Purchasing (EPP) Task Force, which 
includes a number of subcommittees, works to implement the provisions of AB 498.  A 
charge of the EPP Task Force is to develop and implement a strategy to increase 
environmentally preferable purchasing, including the development of statewide 
policies, guidelines, programs, regulations and training.  The Subcommittee on 
Electronic Products has taken the lead to meet the requirements established in the 
Electronic Waste Recycling Act.  The subcommittee includes staff from the Board, 
DTSC and the DGS.  The Subcommittee’s responsibilities include researching existing 
purchasing criteria resources, contacting potential stakeholders, establishing the 
Working Group, and coordinating Working Group meetings.  The EPP Task Force also 
provides information to the Strategic Sourcing Initiative (SSI) to encourage the 
incorporation of EPP criteria in the development of state procurement contracts, 
including the recent Request for Proposals for information technology (IT) hardware. 
 
Environmental Management System (EMS)  
The Boards, Departments, and Offices (BDOs) of the California Environmental 
Protection Agency (Cal/EPA) adopted a general environmental policy statement 
in December 2001 that affirms the commitment to reduce ecological impacts from 
business operations, lead by example, and assist sister state agencies in their 
efforts.  Implementation of this policy and supporting policies is achieved through 
the Cal/EPA Environmental Management System (EMS) to continually improve 
and align the conduct of business operations with the programmatic mission to 
restore, protect and enhance the environment, to ensure public health, 
environmental quality and economic vitality. 
 
Additional supporting policies are being and will continue to be developed to 
guide Cal/EPA evolution toward a more sustainable and restorative enterprise.  
Supporting policies, adopted by CalEPA Agency Secretary and Executive 
Directors of the BDOs in June 2004, are as follows: 
1. Environmentally Preferred Procurement and Source Reduction Policy 
2. Waste Reduction Policy 
3. Energy Policy 
4. Electronic Equipment Policy: Energy Efficiency, Materials Efficiency, and 

Toxics Reduction through Procurement, Use, and End-of-Life Management 
5. Transportation Policy 
 
Establishment of voluntary procurement criteria for covered electronic devices, as 
recommended in this agenda item, serves to further define internal Cal/EPA policy 
objectives for environmentally preferable procurement (EPP) and minimize 
environmental impacts of electronic equipment.  Participation as a stakeholder in this 
process “affirms Cal/EPA’s commitment to reduce ecological impacts from business 
operations, lead by example, and assist sister state agencies in their efforts.” 



Board Meeting Agenda Item-10 (Revised) 
June 14-15, 2005 

Federal Energy Management Program 
The Federal Energy Management Program (FEMP) of the U.S. Department of 
Energy (DOE) provides energy efficiency purchasing recommendations for many 
electronic products. In 2001, DGS issued Management Memo 01-14, which 
requires, in part, that "where FEMP recommendations standards are available, all 
state agencies shall purchase only those products that meet the recommended 
standards. All products displaying the Energy Star label meet the FEMP 
standards." This policy is designed to promote the purchase of energy efficient 
electronic equipment. 

Combined, these various initiatives establish a foundation for EPP practices by 
state agencies. Providing specific purchasing criteria for electronic products will 
allow state agencies to actively implement EPP practices and realize the benefits, 
both financial and environmental, of EPP practices. 

Issues Identified and Discussed by the Purchasing Criteria Working Group 
Over the course of several meetings, the purchasing criteria working group identified 
the following issues: 
1. Need a multi-stakeholder process to ensure participation and input from those 

impacted by the purchasing criteria. The Working Group concurred that EPEAT 
has an effective and extensive stakeholder process allowing issues to be raised 
and discussed during the development and implementation of EPEAT. The 
Working Group identified additional members involved in procurement from 
local government agencies to participate in the Working Group. The EPEAT 
development process and the Working Group meetings provided the opportunity 
for various stakeholders to discuss key issues and provide input. 

2. Support harmonization between various environmentally preferable purchasing (EPP) 
efforts. For this discussion, harmonization means building on and coordinating with 
existing efforts rather than creating a parallel, and potentially competing, effort to 
develop purchasing criteria. Such harmonization allows manufacturers to address 
various issues consistently, effectively meet customer needs and plan for continuous 
improvement. Manufacturers support approaches that are coordinated so they can 
plan for and meet requirements in a global marketplace. 

3. EPEAT certified product availability. Initially, the time required for product 
planning and design may limit the available products that meet the higher EPEAT 
criteria levels. State agencies should start at the lower "bronze" level of EPEAT 
criteria to ensure there is a reasonable pool of products from which to select, and 
to allow time for the design of products that meet the higher EPEAT criteria. 

4. EPEAT does not currently include televisions as a product category. Staff 
researched state agencies' purchases and found that televisions account for a 
small amount, in both number of units and dollars spent, of the electronic 
equipment purchased by state agencies. Based on information from the State 
Contract and Procurement Registration System, the dollar amount spent to 
purchase televisions in the 21 month time frame from July 2003 through 
March 2005 was $83,319 (for total equipment purchase orders over $5,000). This 
is a fraction of the amount estimated to be spent on information technology 
hardware in the next fiscal year. Based on an average of spending for fiscal years 
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Over the course of several meetings, the purchasing criteria working group identified 
the following issues: 
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has an effective and extensive stakeholder process allowing issues to be raised 
and discussed during the development and implementation of EPEAT.  The 
Working Group identified additional members involved in procurement from 
local government agencies to participate in the Working Group.  The EPEAT 
development process and the Working Group meetings provided the opportunity 
for various stakeholders to discuss key issues and provide input. 

2. Support harmonization between various environmentally preferable purchasing (EPP) 
efforts.  For this discussion, harmonization means building on and coordinating with 
existing efforts rather than creating a parallel, and potentially competing, effort to 
develop purchasing criteria.  Such harmonization allows manufacturers to address 
various issues consistently, effectively meet customer needs and plan for continuous 
improvement.   Manufacturers support approaches that are coordinated so they can 
plan for and meet requirements in a global marketplace.  

3. EPEAT certified product availability.  Initially, the time required for product 
planning and design may limit the available products that meet the higher EPEAT 
criteria levels.  State agencies should start at the lower “bronze” level of EPEAT 
criteria to ensure there is a reasonable pool of products from which to select, and 
to allow time for the design of products that meet the higher EPEAT criteria. 

4. EPEAT does not currently include televisions as a product category.  Staff 
researched state agencies’ purchases and found that televisions account for a 
small amount, in both number of units and dollars spent, of the electronic 
equipment purchased by state agencies.  Based on information from the State 
Contract and Procurement Registration System, the dollar amount spent to 
purchase televisions in the 21 month time frame from July 2003 through  
March 2005 was $83,319 (for total equipment purchase orders over $5,000).  This 
is a fraction of the amount estimated to be spent on information technology 
hardware in the next fiscal year.  Based on an average of spending for fiscal years 



Board Meeting Agenda Item-10 (Revised) 
June 14-15, 2005 

2002-2003 and 2003-2004, the annual state agency spend breakdown for monitors 
is $5.4 million. Consequently, the working group does not believe it is critical to 
have purchasing criteria for televisions. 

5. Working group members noted that mandatory take-back provisions can be 
incorporated into contract provisions with institutional or large business 
customers such as state agencies. Take-back could be considered in future master 
contracts negotiated by DGS. 

6. Focus of EPEAT is broader than focus of SB 20. EPEAT would provide the 
opportunity for state agencies to apply the criteria to products in addition to 
covered electronic devices (CEDs). The working group discussed how EPEAT 
could be utilized initially by state agencies for the products that are covered 
electronic devices to meet the requirements of SB 20. 

7. Funding is needed to support the EPEAT host organization and fully implement 
the EPEAT criteria. Currently, the US EPA has committed to provide $100,000 
for the host organization in the next year and up to $300,000 over the next three 
years for the host organization to help support the implementation of EPEAT. 
The working group believes that the state of California, especially the Board and 
DGS, should allocate funding to help support EPEAT. 

8. Additional California requirements exist that impact purchasing. These include 
reporting of minimum recycled content, the Federal Energy Management Program 
(FEMP www.eere.energy.gov/femp/)  and other requirements contained in 
Management Memos issued by DGS. State agencies need direction on how they 
can meet these requirements, in coordination with the use of purchasing criteria, 
when purchasing electronic equipment. 

B.  Environmental Issues 
In California, devices containing a cathode ray tube (CRT), such as computer 
monitors, are a hazardous waste when disposed and must be managed appropriately. 
Electronic equipment contains a variety of materials that can be recycled. Covered 
Electronic Devices (CEDs) as defined by the Electronic Waste Recycling Act, are 
subject to California's Universal Waste Electronic Devices regulations. 

The environmental impact of electronic products can be grouped based on their 
manufacture, use and end-of-life disposition. Electronic products contain a variety of 
materials including a number of hazardous constituents. Cathode ray tubes, circuit 
boards, batteries, and other electronic components often contain materials such as 
lead, mercury, and cadmium. 

Electronic equipment represents a significant source of energy consumption by 
government offices. Energy use by electronic equipment in offices can be reduced if 
purchasers specific energy efficient features on equipment. 

C.  Program/Long Term Impacts 
The structure for updating EPEAT provides for continual improvement and inclusion 
of future products. This framework helps ensure a viable tool for use by state 
agencies. As a purchaser of electronic equipment, California state agencies are 
important stakeholders and have an interest in actively participating in partnership 
with the EPEAT host organization. 
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5. Working group members noted that mandatory take-back provisions can be 
incorporated into contract provisions with institutional or large business 
customers such as state agencies.  Take-back could be considered in future master 
contracts negotiated by DGS.   

6. Focus of EPEAT is broader than focus of SB 20.  EPEAT would provide the 
opportunity for state agencies to apply the criteria to products in addition to 
covered electronic devices (CEDs).  The working group discussed how EPEAT 
could be utilized initially by state agencies for the products that are covered 
electronic devices to meet the requirements of SB 20. 

7. Funding is needed to support the EPEAT host organization and fully implement 
the EPEAT criteria.  Currently, the US EPA has committed to provide $100,000 
for the host organization in the next year and up to $300,000 over the next three 
years for the host organization to help support the implementation of EPEAT.  
The working group believes that the state of California, especially the Board and 
DGS, should allocate funding to help support EPEAT.  

8. Additional California requirements exist that impact purchasing.  These include 
reporting of minimum recycled content, the Federal Energy Management Program 
(FEMP www.eere.energy.gov/femp/) and other requirements contained in 
Management Memos issued by DGS.  State agencies need direction on how they 
can meet these requirements, in coordination with the use of purchasing criteria, 
when purchasing electronic equipment. 

 
B. Environmental Issues 

In California, devices containing a cathode ray tube (CRT), such as computer 
monitors, are a hazardous waste when disposed and must be managed appropriately.  
Electronic equipment contains a variety of materials that can be recycled.  Covered 
Electronic Devices (CEDs) as defined by the Electronic Waste Recycling Act, are 
subject to California’s Universal Waste Electronic Devices regulations. 
 
The environmental impact of electronic products can be grouped based on their 
manufacture, use and end-of-life disposition.  Electronic products contain a variety of 
materials including a number of hazardous constituents.  Cathode ray tubes, circuit 
boards, batteries, and other electronic components often contain materials such as 
lead, mercury, and cadmium. 
 
Electronic equipment represents a significant source of energy consumption by 
government offices.  Energy use by electronic equipment in offices can be reduced if 
purchasers specific energy efficient features on equipment.  
  

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
The structure for updating EPEAT provides for continual improvement and inclusion 
of future products.  This framework helps ensure a viable tool for use by state 
agencies.  As a purchaser of electronic equipment, California state agencies are 
important stakeholders and have an interest in actively participating in partnership 
with the EPEAT host organization.   
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D. Stakeholder Impacts 
A variety of stakeholders are impacted by the issue of purchasing criteria from different 
perspectives. Purchasing criteria provide State agencies with a useful tool to make more 
environmentally preferable purchases that will result in reduced environmental impacts 
over the life of the equipment. Once adopted, purchasing criteria should be used by 
DGS when negotiating contracts and by individual state agencies when developing 
purchasing, lease and service agreements. Manufacturers involved in the development 
of purchasing criteria stress the need for a tool that is stringent enough to promote EPP 
while ensuring availability of products for purchasers. 

The recommendation submitted by staff was developed through a stakeholder 
working group. In addition, stakeholder involvement was extensive in the 
development of EPEAT. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
Adopting the EPEAT criteria presents potential savings for state agencies associated 
with reduction in energy use, paper consumption, and improved end-of-life 
management of surplus equipment. 

F. Legal Issues 
No legal issues are presented in this item. Counsel will be available to answer 
questions if they arise. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Twe-envir-enmental-justiee4ssues-identified-by-t-he-wer-king-greup-er-e-prisen-laher 

discarded The Silicon Valley Toxics Coalition, and export of electronic equipment. a 
fnember-ef-the-Werking-GfeupTex-Pfes-sed-eeneems-fer-the-envifenfnental-and 

health hazard by to U.S. occupational posed electronic waste prioner and 
communities in developing countries. Several Federal operate electronic prisons 

Prisoners therefore recycling programs. are not considered employees and are not 
by OSHA Because 70 in protected regulations. over percent of people prison are 

Federal programs contitute an environmental justice concern covered under 
Executive Order 12898. In the by addition, electronic recycling activities conducted 
pr-isens-eempete-with-pr-i-vate-seeter--r-eeyeler-s,The-use-ef--pr-isen-laber--and-expeFt-ing 
ef-texie-eleetr-enie-waste-ar-e-in-fumElamental-c-entradietien-with-the-pfimar 
the Strategic Plan to, "...create infrastructure." When the for a sustainable request 

that labor to bid. organizations used prison were not eligible 

To meet the requirements of PRC 42475.3, staff undertook a broad solicitation to 
insure a representative working group was convened. Work group members included 
representatives from electronic equipment manufacturers, electronic industry 
organizations, environmental organizations and the US EPA. 

This agenda item asks the Board to adopt a tool that state agencies can use to make 
purchasing decisions for electronic products. The manner in which electronic 
products are handled at the end of their useful life is one of the criteria identified in 

Page 10 (Revised)-8 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-10 (Revised) 
June 14-15, 2005  
 

Page 10 (Revised)-8 

 
D. Stakeholder Impacts 

A variety of stakeholders are impacted by the issue of purchasing criteria from different 
perspectives.  Purchasing criteria provide State agencies with a useful tool to make more 
environmentally preferable purchases that will result in reduced environmental impacts 
over the life of the equipment.  Once adopted, purchasing criteria should be used by 
DGS when negotiating contracts and by individual state agencies when developing 
purchasing, lease and service agreements.  Manufacturers involved in the development 
of purchasing criteria stress the need for a tool that is stringent enough to promote EPP 
while ensuring availability of products for purchasers. 
 
The recommendation submitted by staff was developed through a stakeholder 
working group.  In addition, stakeholder involvement was extensive in the 
development of EPEAT.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
Adopting the EPEAT criteria presents potential savings for state agencies associated 
with reduction in energy use, paper consumption, and improved end-of-life 
management of surplus equipment. 
 

F. Legal Issues 
No legal issues are presented in this item.  Counsel will be available to answer 
questions if they arise. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Two environmental justice issues identified by the working group are prison labor 
and export of discarded electronic equipment.  The Silicon Valley Toxics Coalition, a 
member of the Working Group, expressed concerns for the environmental and 
occupational health hazard posed by electronic waste to U.S. prisoners and 
communities in developing countries.  Several Federal prisons operate electronic 
recycling programs.  Prisoners are not considered employees and therefore are not 
protected by OSHA regulations.  Because over 70 percent of people in prison are 
poor and people of color, disproportionate toxic exposure due to electronic waste 
programs constitutes an environmental justice concern covered under Federal 
Executive Order 12898.  In addition, the electronic recycling activities conducted by 
prisons compete with private sector recyclers.  The use of prison labor and exporting 
of toxic electronic waste are in fundamental contradiction with the primary goal of 
the Strategic Plan to, "...create a sustainable infrastructure."  When the request for 
proposal for the current DGS contract for electronics recycling was distributed, 
organizations that used prison labor were not eligible to bid.  
 
To meet the requirements of PRC 42475.3, staff undertook a broad solicitation to 
insure a representative working group was convened.  Work group members included 
representatives from electronic equipment manufacturers, electronic industry 
organizations, environmental organizations and the US EPA. 
 
This agenda item asks the Board to adopt a tool that state agencies can use to make 
purchasing decisions for electronic products.  The manner in which electronic 
products are handled at the end of their useful life is one of the criteria identified in 
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VI.  

VII.  

the EPEAT tool. End-of-life management issues, including where and how electronic 
wastes will be handled, can be addressed during specific procurement actions. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 1: "Increase participation in resource 
conservation, integrated waste management, waste prevention, and product 
stewardship to reduce waste and create a sustainable infrastructure", and in particular 
Objective 1: "Promote environmentally sound and financially viable waste 
prevention and materials management practices among all actors in the life cycle of 
products and services." 

This item also supports the Green Procurement Action Plan, adopted by the Board in 
April 2005, which aims to "green" five DGS specifications within 18 months through 
the strategic sourcing initiative. 

Cal/EPA Agency-wide EMS and Strategic Plan 
Cal/EPA's mission, vision, core values and the eight strategic goals provide the 
environmental management foundation upon which Cal/EPA employees will be guided 
in achieving a sustainable state. Following are the key objectives associated with the 
Cal/EPA Agency wide Environmental Management System that contribute to Goal 
eight of Cal/EPA's Strategic Vision. These objectives form the primary focus of the 
Agency's boards, departments, and office strategic plans and program strategies. 

Goal 8: An efficient and effective Cal/EPA in pursuit of its mission. 
Objectives: 
Lead by Example 
• Promote a "green" Cal/EPA. 
• Lead the effort to "green" California State government. 
Innovation 
• Promote the implementation of Environmental Management Systems. 
Management 
• Conduct continuous evaluations of program effectiveness. 

FUNDING INFORMATION 
The Board is not being asked in this item to allocate funding. Funding is needed for the 
implementation of EPEAT and support of the host organization. The U.S. EPA has 
committed to providing some initial funding for the host organization. Currently the 
EPEAT Implementation Team is working to identify additional funding sources. Board, 
DTSC and DGS have an opportunity to provide financial support to the implementation 
of EPEAT. Any further activity associated with supporting EPEAT or promoting the use 
of EPEAT by state agencies will require future allocation of resources. 

ATTACHMENTS 
1. Draft Electronic Product Environmental Assessment Tool (EPEAT) Criteria 
2. List of SB 20 Purchasing Criteria Working Group participants 
3. Resolution Number 2005-164 
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VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Terri Persons/Renee Lawyer Phone: (916) 341-6618/6480 
B. Legal Staff: Robert Conheim Phone: (916) 341-6076 
C. Administrative Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Staff had not received any written support at the time this agenda item was prepared. 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this agenda item was prepared. 
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VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 

A. Program Staff:  Terri Persons/Renee Lawver Phone:  (916) 341-6618/6480 
B. Legal Staff:  Robert Conheim Phone:  (916) 341-6076 
C. Administrative Staff: N/A Phone:  N/A 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

Staff had not received any written support at the time this agenda item was prepared. 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this agenda item was prepared. 
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ELECTRONIC PRODUCT ENVIRONMENTAL 
ASSESSMENT TOOL 

VOLUNTARY ENVIRONMENTAL PERFORMANCE CRITERIA FOR COMPUTERS, 
LAPTOPS AND MONITORS 

EPEAT is an environmental procurement tool designed to help institutional purchasers in the 
public and private sectors evaluate, compare and select desktop computers, laptops and monitors 

based on their environmental attributes. 

The development of EPEAT was prompted by a growing demand by institutional 
purchasers for an easy-to-use evaluation tool that allows the comparison and selection of 
electronic products based on environmental performance. The electronics industry welcomed 
EPEAT as a tool to provide a clear and consistent set of performance criteria for the design of 
products, and provides an opportunity to secure market recognition for efforts to reduce the 
environmental impact of its products. 

How EPEAT Will Work 

The EPEAT will evaluate electronic products according to three tiers of environmental 
performance — Bronze, Silver and Gold. The complete set of EPEAT criteria includes 22 
mandatory criteria and 33 optional criteria in 8 performance categories. To qualify for EPEAT, a 
product must conform to all the mandatory criteria, while manufacturers can pick and choose 
among the optional criteria to boost their EPEAT baseline "score" to achieve a higher ranking 
level as follows. 

Bronze: Product meets all 22 mandatory criteria 

Silver: Product meets all 22 mandatory criteria plus at least 16 optional criteria. 

Gold: Product meets all 22 mandatory criteria plus at least 25 optional criteria. 

The three-tier system provides purchasers with the flexibility to select equipment that meets the 
minimum performance criteria or to give preference to models with more environmental 
attributes by specifying a higher EPEAT qualification level. For manufacturers, EPEAT provides 
flexibility to choose which optional criteria they would like to meet to achieve higher levels of 
EPEAT qualification. 

Before listing their products on EPEAT, manufacturers will sign a formal Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) that commits them to provide accurate product and company information 
and provides for remedies should inaccuracies be discovered. The assessment tool will be 
structured to allow manufacturers to self-declare, via a web-based interface, that their specific 
products meet EPEAT criteria. For each criterion, producers must, on request of the EPEAT 
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organization, provide a specified set of verification data in order to demonstrate EPEAT 
conformance. 

Most criteria refer to environmental performance characteristics of the specific product, and the 
manufacturer declares to those product criteria for each product of their choice. Some criteria 
refer to general corporate programs, such as a Corporate Environmental Policy, and the 
manufacturer declares to those criteria in a report that is provided annually. To ensure that the 
self-declaration system functions in a transparent and verifiable manner, the EPEAT organization 
will randomly select a subset of qualified products each year to verify their qualification. 

EPEAT Performance Categories 

♦ Reduction/Elimination of ♦ Energy Conservation 
Environmentally Sensitive Materials ♦ End of Life Management 

♦ Material Selection ♦ Corporate Performance 
♦ Design for End of Life ♦ Packaging 
♦ Product Longevity/ Life Extension 

How the EPEAT Criteria Were Developed 

The EPEAT draft environmental criteria and the procedures for validation represent the results of 
an 18 month-long multi-stakeholder process. The EPEAT Development Team was composed of 
stakeholders that represented manufacturers, trade associations, institutional purchasers, 
environmental organizations, electronics recyclers, academics, and others. The process for 
developing the draft criteria included use of ANSI essential requirements1, such as the need for 
openness, balance, consideration of all views, and consensus decision making. 

Each criterion was evaluated alongside the others to ensure that EPEAT is a balanced and 
comprehensive tool that covers multiple environmental attributes throughout the product's life 
cycle. The criteria are stringent enough to promote better environmental design, manufacture, 
and end-of-life management, while reflecting existing technologies and technical limitations so 
that a supply of EPEAT products will be available to purchasers. Specific criteria are drawn 
heavily from existing U.S. and international requirements and standards such as Energy Star® , 
the European Union's Restriction on Hazardous Substances Directive, and the IT-Eco 
Declaration.. The EPEAT Development Team chose to build on existing legal and market 
requirements to reduce overlap and possibly conflicting requirements on product producers. 

Process for Finalizing the EPEAT Criteria 

The Development Team has completed its work, and a smaller Implementation Team is now 
working to implement EPEAT through a two step process. The draft criteria developed in 
EPEAT will be finalized through a Standards Development Organization accredited by the 
American National Standards Institute (ANSI). In addition, the Implementation Team will be 
selecting a host organization to implement the tool, including product registration, verification, 
and spot checking, and marketing to procurement officials. US EPA will be issuing a Request for 
Proposals to select the host organization in May 2005. 

1  "ANSI Essential Requirements: Due process requirements for American national standards", American National 
Standards Institute, January 2003. 
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Each criterion was evaluated alongside the others to ensure that EPEAT is a balanced and 
comprehensive tool that covers multiple environmental attributes throughout the product’s life 
cycle.  The criteria are stringent enough to promote better environmental design, manufacture, 
and end-of-life management, while reflecting existing technologies and technical limitations so 
that a supply of EPEAT products will be available to purchasers.  Specific criteria are drawn 
heavily from existing U.S. and international requirements and standards such as Energy Star® , 
the European Union’s Restriction on Hazardous Substances Directive, and the IT-Eco 
Declaration..  The EPEAT Development Team chose to build on existing legal and market 
requirements to reduce overlap and possibly conflicting requirements on product producers.   

Process for Finalizing the EPEAT Criteria 
The Development Team has completed its work, and a smaller Implementation Team is now 
working to implement EPEAT through a two step process. The draft criteria developed in 
EPEAT will be finalized through a Standards Development Organization accredited by the 
American National Standards Institute (ANSI).  In addition, the Implementation Team will be 
selecting a host organization to implement the tool, including product registration, verification, 
and spot checking, and marketing to procurement officials. US EPA will be issuing a Request for 
Proposals to select the host organization in May 2005.  
                                                 
1 “ANSI Essential Requirements: Due process requirements for American national standards”, American National 
Standards Institute, January 2003. 
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Summary List of EPEAT Criteria 

M = Mandatory Criterion; 0 = Optional Point Criterion 
Annual Report Criteria are designated as such in parentheses. 

1. Reduction/Elimination of 2. Materials Selection 
Environmentally Sensitive Materials 

2.1 Total Recycled Content 
1.1 Reduction of Use of Hazardous M 2.1.1 Declaration of post-consumer 
Substances recycled content 

M 1.1.1 Compliance with provisions of 0 2.1.2 Minimum content of post- 
European RoHS directive consumer recycled material 

1.2 Hexavalent Chromium 0 2.1.3 Higher content of post- 
() 1.2.1 Elimination of intentional use consumer recycled material 
of Hexavalent Chromium 2.2 Renewable/Bio-Based Materials 

1.3 Cadmium M 2.2.1 Content declaration of 
O 1.3.1 Elimination of intentional use renewable/bio-based materials 
of Cadmium 

1.4 Lead 
0 2.2.2 Minimum content of 
renewable/bio-based material 

O 1.4.1 Elimination of intentional use 2.3 Dematerialization 
of Lead in certain applications M 2.3.1 Declaration of product weight 

1.5 Mercury 
M 1.5.1 Reporting on amount of 3. Design for End of Life 
Mercury used in light sources 
O 1.5.2 Low threshold for amount of 3.1 Design for Recovery through Recycling 

Mercury used in light sources Systems that Utilize Shredding 

1.6 Flame Retardants and Plasticizers M 3.1.1 Identification of materials with 

M 1.6.1 Elimination of intentional use special handling needs  
of SCCP flame retardants and M 3.1.2 No incompatible paints or 

plasticizers in certain applications coatings 

O 1.6.2 Elimination of intentional use M 3.1.3 Easy disassembly of housings  
of Deca-BDE M 3.1.4 Marking of plastics 

O 1.6.3 Larger plastic parts free of 
flame retardants 

M 3.1.5 Identification and removal of 
batteries and circuit boards 

1.7 Batteries 0 3.1.6 Reduced number of plastic 

O 1.7.1 Batteries free of Lead, resins 

Cadmium and Mercury 0 3.1.7 Molded/glued in metal 

1.8 PVC and Chlorinated Plastics eliminated or removable 

O 1.8.1 Large plastic parts free of PVC 0 3.1.8 Minimum 65 percent 
reusable/recyclable 
O 3.1.9 Minimum 90 percent 
reusable/recyclable 
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Summary List of EPEAT Criteria 

M = Mandatory Criterion; O = Optional Point Criterion 
Annual Report Criteria are designated as such in parentheses.

 

1. Reduction/Elimination of 
Environmentally Sensitive Materials 

1.1 Reduction of Use of Hazardous 
Substances 

M 1.1.1 Compliance with provisions of 
European RoHS directive 

1.2 Hexavalent Chromium 
O 1.2.1 Elimination of intentional use 
of Hexavalent Chromium 

1.3 Cadmium 
O 1.3.1 Elimination of intentional use 
of Cadmium 

1.4 Lead  
O 1.4.1 Elimination of intentional use 
of Lead in certain applications  

1.5 Mercury 
M 1.5.1 Reporting on amount of 
Mercury used in light sources 
O 1.5.2 Low threshold for amount of 
Mercury used in light sources 

1.6 Flame Retardants and Plasticizers 
M 1.6.1 Elimination of intentional use 
of SCCP flame retardants and 
plasticizers in certain applications 
O 1.6.2 Elimination of intentional use 
of Deca-BDE 
O 1.6.3 Larger plastic parts free of 
flame retardants  

1.7 Batteries  
O 1.7.1 Batteries free of Lead, 
Cadmium and Mercury 

1.8 PVC and Chlorinated Plastics  
O 1.8.1 Large plastic parts free of PVC  

 

 

2. Materials Selection 
2.1 Total Recycled Content 

M 2.1.1 Declaration of post-consumer 
recycled content 
O 2.1.2 Minimum content of post-
consumer recycled material 
O 2.1.3 Higher content of post-
consumer recycled material 

2.2 Renewable/Bio-Based Materials 
M 2.2.1 Content declaration of 
renewable/bio-based materials 
O 2.2.2 Minimum content of 
renewable/bio-based material  

2.3 Dematerialization 
M 2.3.1 Declaration of product weight 

3. Design for End of Life 
3.1 Design for Recovery through Recycling 

Systems that Utilize Shredding 
M 3.1.1 Identification of materials with 
special handling needs 
M 3.1.2 No incompatible paints or 
coatings 
M 3.1.3 Easy disassembly of housings 
M 3.1.4 Marking of plastics 
M 3.1.5 Identification and removal of 
batteries and circuit boards 
O 3.1.6 Reduced number of plastic 
resins 
O 3.1.7 Molded/glued in metal 
eliminated or removable 
O 3.1.8 Minimum 65 percent 
reusable/recyclable 
O 3.1.9 Minimum 90 percent 
reusable/recyclable 
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3.2 Design for Recovery through 7. Corporate Performance 

Disassembly 7.1 Corporate Environmental Policy 
0 3.2.1 Manual separation of plastics 
0 3.2.2 Marking of plastics 

M 7.1.1 Demonstration of corporate 
environmental policy consistent with 

4. Product Longevity / Life cycle ISO 14001 (Annual Report Criterion) 

Extension 7.2 Environmental Management System 
M 7.2.1 Self-certified environmental 

4.1 Manufacturer Warranty/Service management system for manufacturing 
Agreement facilities (Annual Report Criterion) 

M 4.1.1Availability of additional 0 7.2.2 Third-party certified 
warranty or service agreement environmental management system for 

4.2 Upgradeability manufacturing facilities (Annual Report 
M 4.2.1 Upgradeable with common Criterion) 
tools 7.3 Corporate Reporting 
0 4.2.2 Modular design M 7.3.1 Corporate report consistent 

4.3 Product Life Extension with Performance Track (Annual Report 
0 4.3.1 Availability of replacement Criterion) 
parts 0 7.3.2 Corporate report based on 

Global Reporting Initiative (GRI) 
5. Energy Conservation (Annual Report Criterion) 

5.1 Power Management System 
M 5.1.1 Energy Star® 3.0 8. Packaging 

0 5.1.2 Lower power usage 8.1 Toxics in Packaging 
0 5.1.3 Tier 2 Energy Star® 4.0 M 8.1.1 Reduction/elimination of toxics 
0 5.1.4 FEMP "Executive Order in packaging 
13221" 8.2 Recyclable packaging materials 

5.2 Power Management M 8.2.1 Separable packing materials 
M 5.2.1 Documented power 0 8.2.2 Packaging 90% recyclable and 
management features plastics labeled 

5.3 Use of Renewable Energy 8.3 Recycled Content 
0 5.3.1 Renewable energy accessory M 8.3.1 Declaration of recycled content 
available 0 8.3.2 Minimum post-consumer 
0 5.3.2 Renewable energy accessory content guidelines 
standard 8.4 Take-Back Option 

5.4 Efficiency of Power Supplies 0 8.4.1 Provision of take-back program 
0 5.4.1 Efficiency threshold and for packaging 
disclosure of efficiency 8.5 Reuse Option 

0 8.5.1 Documentation of reusable 
6. End of Life Management packaging 

6.1 Product take-back 
M 6.1.1 Provision of product take-back 
service (Annual Report Criterion) 

6.2 Rechargeable Battery Recycling 
0 6.2.1 Provision of a rechargeable 

battery recycling program 
(Annual Report Criterion) 
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Disassembly  
O 3.2.1 Manual separation of plastics 
O 3.2.2 Marking of plastics 

4. Product Longevity / Life cycle 
Extension 

4.1 Manufacturer Warranty/Service 
Agreement 

M 4.1.1Availability of additional 
warranty or service agreement 

4.2 Upgradeability 
M 4.2.1 Upgradeable with common 
tools 
O 4.2.2 Modular design 

4.3 Product Life Extension 
O 4.3.1 Availability of replacement 
parts 

5. Energy Conservation 
5.1 Power Management System 

M 5.1.1 Energy Star® 3.0 
O 5.1.2 Lower power usage 
O 5.1.3 Tier 2 Energy Star® 4.0 
O 5.1.4 FEMP "Executive Order 
13221" 

5.2 Power Management  
M 5.2.1 Documented power 
management features 

5.3 Use of Renewable Energy 
O 5.3.1 Renewable energy accessory 
available 
O 5.3.2 Renewable energy accessory 
standard 

5.4 Efficiency of Power Supplies 
O 5.4.1 Efficiency threshold and 
disclosure of efficiency 

6. End of Life Management 
6.1 Product take-back  

M 6.1.1 Provision of product take-back 
service (Annual Report Criterion) 

6.2 Rechargeable Battery Recycling  
O 6.2.1 Provision of a rechargeable 

battery recycling program 
(Annual Report Criterion) 

 

7. Corporate Performance 
7.1 Corporate Environmental Policy  

M 7.1.1 Demonstration of corporate 
environmental policy consistent with 
ISO 14001 (Annual Report Criterion) 

7.2 Environmental Management System 
M 7.2.1 Self-certified environmental 
management system for manufacturing 
facilities (Annual Report Criterion) 
O 7.2.2 Third-party certified 
environmental management system for 
manufacturing facilities (Annual Report 
Criterion) 

7.3 Corporate Reporting 
M 7.3.1 Corporate report consistent 
with Performance Track (Annual Report 
Criterion) 
O 7.3.2 Corporate report based on 
Global Reporting Initiative (GRI) 
(Annual Report Criterion) 

8. Packaging 
8.1 Toxics in Packaging 

M 8.1.1 Reduction/elimination of toxics 
in packaging 

8.2 Recyclable packaging materials  
M 8.2.1 Separable packing materials 
O 8.2.2 Packaging 90% recyclable and 
plastics labeled 

8.3 Recycled Content  
M 8.3.1 Declaration of recycled content  
O 8.3.2 Minimum post-consumer 
content guidelines 

8.4 Take-Back Option 
O 8.4.1 Provision of take-back program 
for packaging 

8.5 Reuse Option 
O 8.5.1 Documentation of reusable 
packaging 
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SB 20 Purchasing Criteria Working Group Members 

Name Organization 

Wayne Rifer Rifer Environmental 
John Burkitt HP 
Andrew Baynes Apple 
John Katz U.S. EPA 
Shelia Davis Silicon Valley Toxics Coalition (SVTC) 
John Doucette Silicon Valley Toxics Coalition (SVTC) 
Ron Mateas Gateway 
Mark Schaffer DELL 
David Thompson Panasonic 
Richard Goss Electronic Industries Alliance (EIA) 
Mark Murray Californians Against Waste (CAW ) 
Paige Franklin Californians Against Waste (CAW ) 
Scott Smithline Californians Against Waste (CAW ) 
Karl Bruskotter City of Santa Monica 
Frank Marella Sharp 
Renee Lawyer CIWMB 
Terri Persons CIWMB 
Stan Lau DISC 
Suzanne Davis DISC 
Steve Casarez Deparment of General Services 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-164 

Consideration Of Recommended Environmental Purchasing Criteria For Use By State Agencies 
Pursuant To The Electronic Waste Recycling Act 

WHEREAS, the Electronic Waste Recycling Act of 2003 ( Chapter 526, Statutes of 2003) as amended, 
requires the Board to establish a working group and recommend purchasing criteria for covered electronic 
devices for use by state agencies; and 

WHEREAS, the Board, in coordination with the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) and 
the Department of General Services (DGS) established the working group of critical stakeholders 
pursuant to the requirements of Public Resources Code (PRC) section 42475.3; and 

WHEREAS, the working group held a series of meetings to develop a recommendation to bring forth to 
the Board and the State and Consumer Services Agency; and 

WHEREAS, the working group considered criteria currently under development by multi-stakeholder 
groups at the national level; and 

WHEREAS, the working group recommends the use of the Electronic Product Environmental 
Assessment Tool (EPEAT), a resource developed by a wide range of stakeholders that provides 
institutional purchasers with a tool to identify specific electronic products that meet established 
environmental criteria; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board adopts the working group's recommendation 
of the Electronic Product Environmental Assessment Tool (EPEAT) to meet the requirements of PRC 
§42475.3; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs staff to transmit the 
agenda item and resolution to the Department of General Services of the State and Consumer Services 
Agency to convey that the Board has taken action and met the requirements of PRC §42475.3. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly 
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-164 

Consideration Of Recommended Environmental Purchasing Criteria For Use By State Agencies 
Pursuant To The Electronic Waste Recycling Act 
 
WHEREAS, the Electronic Waste Recycling Act of 2003 ( Chapter 526, Statutes of 2003) as amended, 
requires the Board to establish a working group and recommend purchasing criteria for covered electronic 
devices for use by state agencies; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board, in coordination with the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) and 
the Department of General Services (DGS) established the working group of critical stakeholders 
pursuant to the requirements of Public Resources Code (PRC) section 42475.3; and 
 
WHEREAS, the working group held a series of meetings to develop a recommendation to bring forth to 
the Board and the State and Consumer Services Agency; and 
 
WHEREAS, the working group considered criteria currently under development by multi-stakeholder 
groups at the national level; and 
 
WHEREAS, the working group recommends the use of the Electronic Product Environmental 
Assessment Tool (EPEAT), a resource developed by a wide range of stakeholders that provides 
institutional purchasers with a tool to identify specific electronic products that meet established 
environmental criteria; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board adopts the working group’s recommendation 
of the Electronic Product Environmental Assessment Tool (EPEAT) to meet the requirements of PRC 
§42475.3; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs staff to transmit the 
agenda item and resolution to the Department of General Services of the State and Consumer Services 
Agency to convey that the Board has taken action and met the requirements of PRC §42475.3. 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly 
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 11 (Revision 2) 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Scoring Criteria And Evaluation Process For The Reuse Assistance Grants 
Program FYs 2005/2006 And 2006/2007 (Integrated Waste Management Account) 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

In accordance with the established procedure, this agenda item presents the proposed 
scoring criteria (Attachment 1) and procedures for evaluating proposals for the Fiscal 
Years (FYs) 2005/2006 and 2006/2007 offerings of the Reuse Assistance Grants (RAGs). 
As established in the Budget, each year two hundred fifty thousand dollars ($250,000) is 
allocated for offering of Reuse Assistance Grants, which typically results in six (6) 
grants. The purpose of these grants is to bolster reuse activities at the local level thereby 
supporting waste prevention, which is at the top of the preferred waste management 
hierarchy, as well as to support local public agencies' efforts to achieve and maintain 
State mandated disposal reduction goals. Additionally, this item explores a few key 
issues associated with this grant offering. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
As part of the FY 2000/2001 budget process, the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) secured two hundred fifty thousand dollars ($250,000) 
annual expenditure authority from the Integrated Waste Management Account (IWMA) 
through Budget Change Proposal (BCP) Number 5 for administering future offerings of 
RAGs. To date, a total of thirty-six (36) RAGs projects have been funded. No action has 
yet been taken on these proposed offerings of RAGs for FYs 2005/2006 and 2006/2007. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may decide to: 
1. Direct staff to issue a Notice of Funds Available (NOFA) in accordance with the 

recommended approaches discussed in this item, to use the proposed evaluation and 
scoring criteria (Attachment 2 (Revision 2)) to evaluate and rank proposals for FYs 
2005/2006 and 2006/2007 offerings of the RAGs, with the intent to award the highest 
scoring proposals until funds are exhausted, and to bring the resultant lists back to the 
Board for award or; 

2. Direct staff to revise the evaluation and scoring criteria, and/or the process of 
applying funds or; 

3. Direct staff to bring the item back to the Board for subsequent consideration. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Board select Option 1 and adopt Resolution Number 
2005-165. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Background 
Beginning with FY 2000/2001 budget process, the Board secured two hundred fifty 
thousand dollars ($250,000) annual expenditure authority from the IWMA through 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of The Scoring Criteria And Evaluation Process For The Reuse Assistance Grants 
Program FYs 2005/2006 And 2006/2007 (Integrated Waste Management Account) 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

In accordance with the established procedure, this agenda item presents the proposed 
scoring criteria (Attachment 1) and procedures for evaluating proposals for the Fiscal 
Years (FYs) 2005/2006 and 2006/2007 offerings of the Reuse Assistance Grants (RAGs).  
As established in the Budget, each year two hundred fifty thousand dollars ($250,000) is 
allocated for offering of Reuse Assistance Grants, which typically results in six (6) 
grants.  The purpose of these grants is to bolster reuse activities at the local level thereby 
supporting waste prevention, which is at the top of the preferred waste management 
hierarchy, as well as to support local public agencies’ efforts to achieve and maintain 
State mandated disposal reduction goals.  Additionally, this item explores a few key 
issues associated with this grant offering. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
As part of the FY 2000/2001 budget process, the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) secured two hundred fifty thousand dollars ($250,000) 
annual expenditure authority from the Integrated Waste Management Account (IWMA) 
through Budget Change Proposal (BCP) Number 5 for administering future offerings of 
RAGs.  To date, a total of thirty-six (36) RAGs projects have been funded.  No action has 
yet been taken on these proposed offerings of RAGs for FYs 2005/2006 and 2006/2007. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may decide to: 
1. Direct staff to issue a Notice of Funds Available (NOFA) in accordance with the 

recommended approaches discussed in this item, to use the proposed evaluation and 
scoring criteria (Attachment 2 (Revision 2)) to evaluate and rank proposals for FYs 
2005/2006 and 2006/2007 offerings of the RAGs, with the intent to award the highest 
scoring proposals until funds are exhausted, and to bring the resultant lists back to the 
Board for award or; 

2. Direct staff to revise the evaluation and scoring criteria, and/or the process of 
applying funds or; 

3. Direct staff to bring the item back to the Board for subsequent consideration. 
 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Board select Option 1 and adopt Resolution Number  
2005-165. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Background 
Beginning with FY 2000/2001 budget process, the Board secured two hundred fifty 
thousand dollars ($250,000) annual expenditure authority from the IWMA through 
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BCP Number 5 for administering continuing offerings of RAGs.  The purpose of 
these grants is to bolster reuse activities at the local level thereby supporting waste 
prevention, which is at the top of the preferred waste management hierarchy, as well 
as to support local public agencies’ efforts to achieve and maintain State mandated 
disposal reduction goals. 
 
Reuse Assistance Grants Award History 
The types of activities funded with the RAGs range from expanding construction and 
demolition reuse opportunities, to enhancing food rescue programs. 
 

Offering Awarded 
FY 1999/2000 4 
FY 2000/2001 6 
FY 2001/2002 8 
FYs 2002/2003 & 2003/2004 12 
FY 2004/2005 6 

 
Key Issues 
This item proposes adoption of scoring criteria and evaluation process for the 
upcoming RAGs—an offering totaling two hundred fifty thousand dollars ($250,000), 
using the FY 2005/2006 allocation and an offering totaling at least two hundred fifty 
thousand dollars ($250,000), using the FY 2006/2007 allocation.  Additionally, the 
item seeks Board approval of the proposed criteria, evaluation process, and issues 
regarding applicant eligibility, geographic distribution of awarded funds, recycled-
content purchasing, and Environmental Justice. 
 
For this offering, staff proposes implementing a new timeline to maximize the 
amount of time a grantee has to work on its grant projects and make the best use of its 
awarded grant funds, and—should a grantee be unable to move forward with the grant 
project as originally intended—to allow enough time to reallocate the funds to the 
next eligible applicant in order of rank.  In order to achieve the shift to the new 
timeline efficiently, staff proposes using the criteria and evaluation process presented 
in this item for both FY 2005/2006 and FY 2006/2007 offerings. 
 
Funding Proposal 
Staff recommends grant offerings of RAGs to local public agencies to promote the 
development of reuse opportunities in local jurisdictions.  This grant’s next two cycles 
will be funded from the FY 2005/2006 allocation of two hundred fifty thousand dollars 
($250,000) and from the FY 2006/2007 allocation of at least two hundred fifty 
thousand dollars ($250,000).  In addition, in an effort to maximize funding availability 
and administrative efficiency, and increase reuse opportunities in California, staff 
recommends that the maximum award available to each applicant be fifty thousand 
dollars ($50,000).  Staff further proposes that after it evaluates and ranks all qualified 
applications, the Board award the grants in order of ranking until the funds are 
exhausted. 
 
Fundamental Eligibility 
For the purposes of the RAGs, a “local public agency” is defined as a city, county, or 
regional agency that has obligations to implement and develop waste reduction 
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programs pursuant to the requirements set forth in Public Resources Code § 40900 et 
seq. 

The Reuse Assistance Grants are established as grants to local public agencies that 
partner with other entities (e.g., businesses, nonprofits). Partnerships assist local 
public agencies in achieving the State's disposal reduction mandates. Local public 
agencies have expressed concern when waste reduction activities create too heavy a 
burden on their limited staff resources, and such partnerships relieve this burden 
somewhat. 

Just as Assembly Bill (AB) 939, (Sher, Statutes of 1989, Chapter 1095), and its 
implementing regulations have allowed local jurisdictions to select the combination 
of programs best suited to their communities, this grant offering would encourage 
locals to evaluate and partner with the most appropriate entities to achieve what 
works best for their communities. 

Staff believes that all entities interested in promoting reuse should approach, 
negotiate, and partner with eligible local pubic agencies to pursue a RAGs proposal, 
and staff will aggressively encourage this. In doing so the program will provide 
funding for reuse activities that will achieve its objectives, which are to: (1) establish 
partnerships with qualifying local public agencies to foster the establishment of 
regional networks between businesses and educational or nonprofit recipients of the 
material; (2) educate communities about the benefits of reuse; (3) facilitate reuse by 
businesses through the establishment of the necessary infrastructure; and (4) increase 
reuse activities and thereby reduce waste going to landfills. 

Matching Contribution 
The requirement that the applicant, or applicant partners, demonstrate an ability to 
provide matching resources equal to or greater than fifty percent (50%) of the amount 
of the requested grant will be evaluated through the "Budget" criterion. 

Indian Tribes 
As noted above, the primary intent of these grants is to assist local public agencies in 
fulfilling their responsibilities in establishing waste reducing programs to achieve AB 
939 goals. California-based Native American organizations interested in pursuing 
RAGs are encouraged to seek out and partner with an eligible local public agency, as 
are all entities not subject to AB 939 mandates that seek to promote the concept of 
reuse and establish new or expanded opportunities for reuse in California. 

Scoring Criteria for Reuse Assistance Grants 
As required by the procedures for presenting the evaluation process and scoring 
criteria to the Board, staff assigned point values to each category of the General 
Review Criteria, which have been adapted to the FYs 2005/2006 and 2006/2007 
offerings of RAGs (Attachment 1). The General Review Criteria is weighted heavily 
on "Need" and "Goals and Objectives." This weighting is intended to highlight those 
proposals that come from areas with the most need for the funds and have 
demonstrated the clearest goals and objectives. 

Recycled-Content Purchasing Policy 
The proposed General Review Criteria also contains an innovative approach to 
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programs pursuant to the requirements set forth in Public Resources Code § 40900 et 
seq. 
 
The Reuse Assistance Grants are established as grants to local public agencies that 
partner with other entities (e.g., businesses, nonprofits).  Partnerships assist local 
public agencies in achieving the State’s disposal reduction mandates.  Local public 
agencies have expressed concern when waste reduction activities create too heavy a 
burden on their limited staff resources, and such partnerships relieve this burden 
somewhat. 
 
Just as Assembly Bill (AB) 939, (Sher, Statutes of 1989, Chapter 1095), and its 
implementing regulations have allowed local jurisdictions to select the combination 
of programs best suited to their communities, this grant offering would encourage 
locals to evaluate and partner with the most appropriate entities to achieve what 
works best for their communities. 
 
Staff believes that all entities interested in promoting reuse should approach, 
negotiate, and partner with eligible local pubic agencies to pursue a RAGs proposal, 
and staff will aggressively encourage this.  In doing so the program will provide 
funding for reuse activities that will achieve its objectives, which are to:  (1) establish 
partnerships with qualifying local public agencies to foster the establishment of 
regional networks between businesses and educational or nonprofit recipients of the 
material; (2) educate communities about the benefits of reuse; (3) facilitate reuse by 
businesses through the establishment of the necessary infrastructure; and (4) increase 
reuse activities and thereby reduce waste going to landfills. 
 
Matching Contribution 
The requirement that the applicant, or applicant partners, demonstrate an ability to 
provide matching resources equal to or greater than fifty percent (50%) of the amount 
of the requested grant will be evaluated through the “Budget” criterion. 
 
Indian Tribes 
As noted above, the primary intent of these grants is to assist local public agencies in 
fulfilling their responsibilities in establishing waste reducing programs to achieve AB 
939 goals.  California-based Native American organizations interested in pursuing 
RAGs are encouraged to seek out and partner with an eligible local public agency, as 
are all entities not subject to AB 939 mandates that seek to promote the concept of 
reuse and establish new or expanded opportunities for reuse in California. 
 
Scoring Criteria for Reuse Assistance Grants 
As required by the procedures for presenting the evaluation process and scoring 
criteria to the Board, staff assigned point values to each category of the General 
Review Criteria, which have been adapted to the FYs 2005/2006 and 2006/2007 
offerings of RAGs (Attachment 1).  The General Review Criteria is weighted heavily 
on “Need” and “Goals and Objectives.”  This weighting is intended to highlight those 
proposals that come from areas with the most need for the funds and have 
demonstrated the clearest goals and objectives. 
 
Recycled-Content Purchasing Policy 
The proposed General Review Criteria also contains an innovative approach to 
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encouraging environmentally preferable behavior on the part of the applicant. As 
with most Board grant programs, the General Review Criteria includes a criterion for 
a Recycled-Content Purchasing Policy (or an Environmentally Preferable Policy that 
contains recycled-content purchasing provisions). Applicants are required to provide 
evidence of a current Recycled-Content Purchasing Policy for the jurisdiction and 
whether this policy is being used and enforced. Applicants are also required to 
include evidence of implementation of the policy and a discussion of the results of the 
policy implementation. Additionally, applicants are required to provide evidence of 
sustainable practices, which allows for demonstrating their use of re-refined oil in 
vehicles or evidence of other sustainable practices such as grasscycling, composting, 
water-efficient landscaping, energy efficiency, etc. 

Preference Criteria 
Qualifying applicants will be evaluated against Preference Criteria designed to target 
the funding to priority materials, audiences, and endeavors. The proposed Preference 
Criteria for the FYs 2005/2006 and 2006/2007 offerings of RAGs can be found in 
Attachment 1. 

Evaluation and Award Process 
After the close of the application period, Grants Administration Unit (GAU) staff will 
perform initial data entry and a completeness review for each application. Program staff 
will then convene panels consisting of appropriate Board staff. The lead staff person 
(Cycle Lead) will meet with all panel members to explain the scoring criteria, evaluation 
process, and the detailed scoring structure. Panel members will independently review 
and evaluate each proposal assigned to them using the criteria shown in Attachment 1. 
Panel members will meet to discuss individual scores and develop a final score for each 
proposal. If the scores of the panelists differ by more than five (5) points or the funding 
recommendations are different, panel members will first attempt to resolve their 
differences. If unsuccessful, a post review team consisting of the RAGs manager, Cycle 
Lead, and AFD management will meet to resolve the issue. The post-review team will 
meet to review all applications receiving scores of 72 through 78 points in the General 
Review Criteria to determine the appropriateness of the score or course of action to be 
taken. 

All proposals will be ranked according to the final score received. Staff's 
recommendations for funding will be based on the order of ranking. There are a 
maximum of one hundred twenty-five (125) points, one hundred (100) of which are 
General Review Criteria and twenty-five (25) of which are Preference Criteria. 
Proposals must attain a minimum of seventy-five (75) points in the General Review 
Criteria to be eligible for both the Preference Criteria and ultimate funding 
consideration. Proposals will be ranked competitively against each other. In the 
event that there is insufficient funding for all qualified applicants, the highest ranked 
proposals will have funding priority. 

In the event of a tie within a particular ranking and if there is insufficient funding 
available to award all applicants with identical scores in that rank, staff will bring the 
applicable proposals to the Board for determination of which of those applicants will 
be funded. 

Staff will provide to the Board the ranking information and project summaries of all 

Page 11 (Revision 2)-4 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-11 (Revision 2) 
June 14-15, 2005  
 

Page 11 (Revision 2)-4 

encouraging environmentally preferable behavior on the part of the applicant.  As 
with most Board grant programs, the General Review Criteria includes a criterion for 
a Recycled-Content Purchasing Policy (or an Environmentally Preferable Policy that 
contains recycled-content purchasing provisions).  Applicants are required to provide 
evidence of a current Recycled-Content Purchasing Policy for the jurisdiction and 
whether this policy is being used and enforced.  Applicants are also required to 
include evidence of implementation of the policy and a discussion of the results of the 
policy implementation.  Additionally, applicants are required to provide evidence of 
sustainable practices, which allows for demonstrating their use of re-refined oil in 
vehicles or evidence of other sustainable practices such as grasscycling, composting, 
water-efficient landscaping, energy efficiency, etc. 
 
Preference Criteria 
Qualifying applicants will be evaluated against Preference Criteria designed to target 
the funding to priority materials, audiences, and endeavors.  The proposed Preference 
Criteria for the FYs 2005/2006 and 2006/2007 offerings of RAGs can be found in 
Attachment 1. 
 
Evaluation and Award Process 
After the close of the application period, Grants Administration Unit (GAU) staff will 
perform initial data entry and a completeness review for each application.  Program staff 
will then convene panels consisting of appropriate Board staff.  The lead staff person 
(Cycle Lead) will meet with all panel members to explain the scoring criteria, evaluation 
process, and the detailed scoring structure.  Panel members will independently review 
and evaluate each proposal assigned to them using the criteria shown in Attachment 1.  
Panel members will meet to discuss individual scores and develop a final score for each 
proposal.  If the scores of the panelists differ by more than five (5) points or the funding 
recommendations are different, panel members will first attempt to resolve their 
differences.  If unsuccessful, a post review team consisting of the RAGs manager, Cycle 
Lead, and AFD management will meet to resolve the issue.  The post-review team will 
meet to review all applications receiving scores of 72 through 78 points in the General 
Review Criteria to determine the appropriateness of the score or course of action to be 
taken. 
 
All proposals will be ranked according to the final score received.  Staff’s 
recommendations for funding will be based on the order of ranking.  There are a 
maximum of one hundred twenty-five (125) points, one hundred (100) of which are 
General Review Criteria and twenty-five (25) of which are Preference Criteria.  
Proposals must attain a minimum of seventy-five (75) points in the General Review 
Criteria to be eligible for both the Preference Criteria and ultimate funding 
consideration.  Proposals will be ranked competitively against each other.  In the 
event that there is insufficient funding for all qualified applicants, the highest ranked 
proposals will have funding priority. 
 
In the event of a tie within a particular ranking and if there is insufficient funding 
available to award all applicants with identical scores in that rank, staff will bring the 
applicable proposals to the Board for determination of which of those applicants will 
be funded. 
 
Staff will provide to the Board the ranking information and project summaries of all 
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qualified applicants to inform the Board of the types of projects and activities 
proposed during the offering.  This information will be useful for establishing future 
criteria and targeting efforts.  If funds become available, the ranking information will 
be useful to prioritize future funding opportunities. 
 
Geographic Distribution of Award 
Historically, the Board has approved and awarded grants to applicants based solely on 
the highest-ranking scores, as staff believed that due to the limited funding 
availability of the RAGs, it is the most prudent to award the highest-ranking 
proposals, until all grant funds are expended, regardless of where the applicants are 
located.  Considering geographic distribution for the Reuse Assistance Grants may 
result in the lower-scoring applications receiving funding, and higher-scoring 
applications being denied. 
 
However, based on the Board’s direction, staff is incorporating the process of awarding 
grants based on geographic distribution, where approximately sixty percent (60%) of 
available funding to applications receiving passing scores submitted by southern 
California entities and forty percent (40%) to applications receiving passing scores 
submitted by northern California entities (with the division of the State based on the 
Census 2000 estimated population of each county, provided by the Department of 
Finance (DOF)) would be awarded.  Additionally, in an attempt to bolster interest in 
the RAGs, number of applications, and application scores from southern California, 
staff presented a grant writing workshop at the City of Lynwood in March 2005 for the 
Los Angeles Regional Agency (LARA).  

 
Two hundred fifty thousand dollars ($250,000) is allocated for each offering of Reuse 
Assistance Grants, which typically results in approximately six (6) grants.  To award 
grants based on geographic distribution would result in approximately four (4) grants 
awarded to southern California, and two (2) grants awarded to northern California.   

 
B. Environmental Issues 

Community Setting  The FYs 2005/2006 and 2006/20007 offerings of RAGs are 
statewide competitive grant programs available to local public agencies with 
obligations to implement and develop waste reduction programs pursuant to the 
requirements set forth in Public Resources Code § 40900 et seq.  Local agencies may 
partner with other public and/or private organizations to implement projects. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
The purpose of the RAGs is to establish or expand reuse infrastructure that will 
continue far beyond the term of the grant.  Consequently, the positive impacts of the 
projects that are funded with the RAGs should be long lasting. 
 

Tentative Schedule for FY 2005/2006 Offering: 
DATE ACTIVITY 

August 2005 to October 27, 2005 Application period 
August 2005 to September 30, 2005 Question and answer period with answers 

continually posted on the Board’s Web site 
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October 27, 2005 Applications due 
November 2005 Staff reviews applications and prepares 

recommendations 
December 2005 Board approves grant awards 
January 2006 Grant agreements developed and signed 
January 2006 Grant recipients implement projects 
March 30, 2008 Grant terms end, final payment requests due 

Tentative Schedule for FY 2006/2007 Offering: 
DATE ACTIVITY 

January 2006 to April 2006 Application period 
January 2006 to March 2006 Question and answer period with answers 

continually posted on the Board's Web site 
April 28, 2006 Applications due 
May 2006 Staff reviews applications and prepares 

recommendations 
June 2006 Board approves grant awards 
July 2006 Grant agreements developed and signed 
August 2006 Grant recipients implement projects 
March 30, 2009 Grant terms end, final payment requests due 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
The RAGs are intended to establish or 
most likely will positively impact a majority 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
This proposal will utilize up to two hundred 
2005/2006 IWMA funds and at least 
FY 2006/2007 IWMA funds. Staff and 
in the existing program budget. 

F. Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff 

G. Environmental Justice 
All applicants will be required to certify 
grant, it shall, in the performance of the 
policies, and activities that substantially 
manner that ensures the fair treatment 
levels, including minority populations, 

enhance reuse programs at the local level and 
of stakeholders. 

fifty thousand dollars ($250,000) of FY 
two hundred fifty thousand dollars ($250,000) of 

operations-related expenses will be absorbed 

is not aware of any legal issues related to this item. 

under penalty of perjury that, if awarded a 
Grant Agreement, conduct its program, 
affect human health or the environment in a 

of people of all races, cultures, and income 
and low-income populations of the State. All 
to perform their grant projects in a manner that 

Justice as defined in Public 
grantees will be contractually required 
is consistent with the principles of Environmental 
Resources Code § 72000 et seq. 
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October 27, 2005 Applications due 
November 2005 Staff reviews applications and prepares 

recommendations 
December 2005 Board approves grant awards 
January 2006 Grant agreements developed and signed 
January 2006 Grant recipients implement projects 
March 30, 2008 Grant terms end, final payment requests due  

 
Tentative Schedule for FY 2006/2007 Offering: 

DATE ACTIVITY 
January 2006 to April 2006 Application period 
January 2006 to March 2006 Question and answer period with answers 

continually posted on the Board’s Web site 
April 28, 2006 Applications due 
May 2006 Staff reviews applications and prepares 

recommendations 
June 2006 Board approves grant awards 
July 2006 Grant agreements developed and signed 
August 2006 Grant recipients implement projects 
March 30, 2009 Grant terms end, final payment requests due  

 
D. Stakeholder Impacts 

The RAGs are intended to establish or enhance reuse programs at the local level and 
most likely will positively impact a majority of stakeholders.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
This proposal will utilize up to two hundred fifty thousand dollars ($250,000) of FY 
2005/2006 IWMA funds and at least two hundred fifty thousand dollars ($250,000) of 
FY 2006/2007 IWMA funds.  Staff and operations-related expenses will be absorbed 
in the existing program budget. 
 

F. Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this item. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
All applicants will be required to certify under penalty of perjury that, if awarded a 
grant, it shall, in the performance of the Grant Agreement, conduct its program, 
policies, and activities that substantially affect human health or the environment in a 
manner that ensures the fair treatment of people of all races, cultures, and income 
levels, including minority populations, and low-income populations of the State.  All 
grantees will be contractually required to perform their grant projects in a manner that 
is consistent with the principles of Environmental Justice as defined in Public 
Resources Code § 72000 et seq. 
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VI.  

VII.  

VIII.  

IX.  

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
1. This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 1 in general (Increase participation in 

resource conservation, integrated waste management, waste prevention, and 
product stewardship to reduce waste and create a sustainable infrastructure), and 
Objective 1 in particular (Promote environmentally sound and financially viable 
waste prevention and materials management practices among all actors in the 
lifecycle of products and services). 

2. This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 2 in general (Assist in the creation and 
expansion of sustainable markets to support diversion efforts and ensure that 
diverted materials return to the economic mainstream), and Objective 2 in 
particular (Encourage the use of materials diverted from California landfills and 
the use of environmentally preferable practices, products, and technologies). 

FUNDING INFORMATION 

1. Fund 
Source 

2. Amount 
Available 

3. Amount to 
Fund Item 

4. Amount 
Remaining 

5. Line Item 

IWIVIA (FY 
2005/2006) 

$250,000 $250,000 $0 Consulting & 
Professional 
Services 

IWIVIA (FY 
2006/2007) 

$250,000 $250,000 $0 Consulting & 
Professional 
Services 

ATTACHMENTS 
1. Reuse Assistance Grants Evaluation and Scoring Criteria—FYs 2005/2006 and 

2006/2007 Offerings 
2. Reuse Assistance Grants Evaluation and Scoring Criteria—FYs 2005/2006 and 

2006/2007 Offerings Scoring Criteria) 2) (Optional (Revision 

(916) 341-6613 
(916) 341-6060 
(916) 341-6116 

to its being 

prior to its being 

2 3. Resolution Number 2005-165 

STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Sarah Weimer Phone: 
B. Legal Staff: Holly B. Armstrong Phone: 
C. Administration Staff: Roger Ikemoto Phone: 
WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 

A. Support 
Staff did not receive any written support for this agenda item prior 
submitted for publication. 

B. Opposition 
Staff did not receive any written opposition for this agenda item 
submitted for publication. 
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H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
1. This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 1 in general (Increase participation in 

resource conservation, integrated waste management, waste prevention, and 
product stewardship to reduce waste and create a sustainable infrastructure), and 
Objective 1 in particular (Promote environmentally sound and financially viable 
waste prevention and materials management practices among all actors in the 
lifecycle of products and services). 

2. This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 2 in general (Assist in the creation and 
expansion of sustainable markets to support diversion efforts and ensure that 
diverted materials return to the economic mainstream), and Objective 2 in 
particular (Encourage the use of materials diverted from California landfills and 
the use of environmentally preferable practices, products, and technologies). 

 
VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 

 
1. Fund 

Source 
2. Amount 

Available 
3. Amount to 

Fund Item 
4. Amount 

Remaining 
5. Line Item 

IWMA (FY 
2005/2006) 

$250,000 $250,000 $0 Consulting & 
Professional 
Services 

IWMA (FY 
2006/2007) 

$250,000 $250,000 $0 Consulting & 
Professional 
Services 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Reuse Assistance Grants Evaluation and Scoring Criteria–FYs 2005/2006 and 

2006/2007 Offerings 
2. Reuse Assistance Grants Evaluation and Scoring Criteria–FYs 2005/2006 and 

2006/2007 Offerings (Optional Scoring Criteria) (Revision 2) 
2. 3. Resolution Number 2005-165 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Sarah Weimer Phone:  (916) 341-6613 
B. Legal Staff:  Holly B. Armstrong Phone:  (916) 341-6060 
C. Administration Staff:  Roger Ikemoto Phone:  (916) 341-6116

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

Staff did not receive any written support for this agenda item prior to its being 
submitted for publication. 
 

B. Opposition 
Staff did not receive any written opposition for this agenda item prior to its being 
submitted for publication. 
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Reuse Assistance Grants Scoring Criteria and Evaluation Process 
Fiscal Years 2005/2006 and 2006/2007 Offerings 

Applications must score at least 75 points within the General Review Criteria (items 1 through 7) to qualify for grant 
funding and for Preference Criteria consideration. All applications will be ranked according to the total number of 
points received. Staffs recommendations for funding will be based on the order of ranking. 
Maximum 

Points General Review Criteria (100 possible points) 
30 1. NEED = Grant proposal clearly and convincingly describes and demonstrates why the project 

should be funded (e.g., benefits, end products, etc.). 
• Detailed description of the project proposed for funding. Explanation of the need the project 

will meet and description of what the project will accomplish and how it will be accomplished. 
• Provision of necessary background and convincing reasons why the project should be funded, 

including: the current efforts of reuse by the applicant's community, current outreach efforts, 
how this project would increase reuse, and by how much. 

• Description and justification of any targeting of specific sectors based on potential for waste 
diversion through reuse. 

• Explanation of why funding is needed for the project. Description of what other funding 
sources are available and which other grants have been applied for and/or received to fund 
this or related projects. 

• Description and quantification of the consequences, if any, if the project is not funded. 

25 2. GOALS AND OBJECTIVES = Describe what you wish to accomplish by completing this grant 
project. Measurable target(s) that must be met on the way to attaining your goal. 

• Explanation of the project's specific goals and objectives, including desired results, and how 
they relate to the need. 

• Quantification of outreach goals (e.g., how many people will be affected, etc.). 
• Quantification of desired results. 
• Description of how, and to what extent, benefits from the project will continue after the grant 

funding has ended. 

10 3. WORK PLAN = Specific list of all grant eligible procedures or tasks used to complete your project. 
Completion of the Work Plan template, to include a detailed description of each task required to 
achieve the objectives, the time frame, and who will perform each task. 

5 4. EVALUATION = Measures the outcome of the applicant's project. 
• Description of the methods that will be used to evaluate the success of the project and to 

determine the extent to which the objectives were accomplished. 
• Specification of who will be responsible for conducting the project evaluation and at what 

interval the results will be reported. 

10 5. BUDGET = Cost (dollar figure) associated with activities necessary to complete the project. 
• Completion of the Budget template, which includes the grant request and the matching 

contribution for the project. The matching contribution must be equal to or greater than 50 
percent of the grant funds requested. 

• Budget is highly detailed to demonstrate that proposed expenses are reasonable, and breaks 
down the overall cost for the entire project into very specific cost categories. All costs add up 
correctly. 

• Provision of recent quotes and estimates for all costs, with an indication on each 
quote/estimate to which Budget item it belongs. 

• A cost is associated with each item listed in the Work Plan. 
• Provision of specific details for the equipment, services, and supplies requested. 
• Budget items for miscellaneous, contingency, or managerial costs are clearly described, 

justified, and kept to a minimum. 
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Reuse Assistance Grants Scoring Criteria and Evaluation Process 
Fiscal Years 2005/2006 and 2006/2007 Offerings 

Applications must score at least 75 points within the General Review Criteria (items 1 through 7) to qualify for grant 
funding and for Preference Criteria consideration.  All applications will be ranked according to the total number of 
points received.  Staff’s recommendations for funding will be based on the order of ranking. 
Maximum 

Points 
 

General Review Criteria (100 possible points) 
30 1.  NEED = Grant proposal clearly and convincingly describes and demonstrates why the project 

should be funded (e.g., benefits, end products, etc.).  
• Detailed description of the project proposed for funding.  Explanation of the need the project 

will meet and description of what the project will accomplish and how it will be accomplished. 
• Provision of necessary background and convincing reasons why the project should be funded, 

including: the current efforts of reuse by the applicant’s community, current outreach efforts, 
how this project would increase reuse, and by how much. 

• Description and justification of any targeting of specific sectors based on potential for waste 
diversion through reuse. 

• Explanation of why funding is needed for the project.  Description of what other funding 
sources are available and which other grants have been applied for and/or received to fund 
this or related projects. 

• Description and quantification of the consequences, if any, if the project is not funded. 
 

25 2.  GOALS AND OBJECTIVES = Describe what you wish to accomplish by completing this grant 
project.  Measurable target(s) that must be met on the way to attaining your goal.       

• Explanation of the project’s specific goals and objectives, including desired results, and how 
they relate to the need. 

• Quantification of outreach goals (e.g., how many people will be affected, etc.). 
• Quantification of desired results. 
• Description of how, and to what extent, benefits from the project will continue after the grant 

funding has ended. 
 

10 3.  WORK PLAN = Specific list of all grant eligible procedures or tasks used to complete your project.  
Completion of the Work Plan template, to include a detailed description of each task required to 
achieve the objectives, the time frame, and who will perform each task. 

 
5 4.  EVALUATION = Measures the outcome of the applicant’s project.   

• Description of the methods that will be used to evaluate the success of the project and to 
determine the extent to which the objectives were accomplished. 

• Specification of who will be responsible for conducting the project evaluation and at what 
interval the results will be reported. 

 
10 5.  BUDGET = Cost (dollar figure) associated with activities necessary to complete the project.   

• Completion of the Budget template, which includes the grant request and the matching 
contribution for the project.  The matching contribution must be equal to or greater than 50 
percent of the grant funds requested. 

• Budget is highly detailed to demonstrate that proposed expenses are reasonable, and breaks 
down the overall cost for the entire project into very specific cost categories.  All costs add up 
correctly. 

• Provision of recent quotes and estimates for all costs, with an indication on each 
quote/estimate to which Budget item it belongs. 

• A cost is associated with each item listed in the Work Plan. 
• Provision of specific details for the equipment, services, and supplies requested. 
• Budget items for miscellaneous, contingency, or managerial costs are clearly described, 

justified, and kept to a minimum. 
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5 6. APPLICATION COMPLETENESS, LETTERS OF SUPPORT, EXPERIENCE, ETC. 
• Inclusion of two (2) current letters of support for the project. 
• Explanation of how applicant and its contractor(s) have sufficient staff resources, technical 

expertise, and experience to carry out the project. Resumes, endorsements, references, etc. 
are attached. 

• Application is submitted in the format requested; all requested information and required 
documents are included, and in the order prescribed. 

15 7. EVIDENCE OF RECYCLED-CONTENT PURCHASHING POLICY. 
This policy requires the applicant to use recycled-content products, recycled or reused products, 
or engage in other waste reduction activities where appropriate and feasible. 

• Description of applicant's Recycled-Content Purchasing Policy (or Environmentally Preferable 
Policy with recycled-content purchasing provisions). Lists and documents the types of 
recycled products their agency has previously purchased, etc. 

• Evaluation of applicant's Recycled-Content Purchasing practices, which includes a description 
of the aspects that have been successfully implemented and a description of at least one (1) 
aspect that could be improved. 

• Discussion of applicant's use of re-refined oil in vehicles or evidence of sustainable practices 
such as grasscycling, composting, water-efficient landscaping, etc. 

• Attachment of a formal Recycled-Content Purchasing Policy that has been adopted or 
modified within the last five (5) years (to receive full credit for this section). Adoption or 
modification of policy during the application period is acceptable. 

100 Total Possible General Review Criteria Points 

Preference Criteria (25 possible points) 

5 8. KEY PRIORITY WASTES. 
Description of how the project will focus on reusing one (1) or both of the following key priority 
wastes: Food; Construction and Demolition materials. 

5 9. EXPANSION. 
Description of how the project will significantly enhance or expand an existing program. 

5 10. VISIBLE AND EDUCATIONAL. 
Description of how the project will be highly visible and educational to the public in general. 

5 11. RECIPIENTS OF PROJECT. 
Description of how the project will benefit educational and/or nonprofit organizations. 

5 12. VOCATIONAL TRAINING. 
Description of how the project will provide vocational/job skill training. 

25 Total Possible Preference Criteria Points 
125 TOTAL POSSIBLE GENERAL REVIEW AND PREFERENCE CRITERIA POINTS 
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5 6.  APPLICATION COMPLETENESS, LETTERS OF SUPPORT, EXPERIENCE, ETC.   
• Inclusion of two (2) current letters of support for the project. 
• Explanation of how applicant and its contractor(s) have sufficient staff resources, technical 

expertise, and experience to carry out the project.  Resumes, endorsements, references, etc. 
are attached. 

• Application is submitted in the format requested; all requested information and required 
documents are included, and in the order prescribed.   

 
15 7.  EVIDENCE OF RECYCLED-CONTENT PURCHASHING POLICY. 

This policy requires the applicant to use recycled-content products, recycled or reused products, 
or engage in other waste reduction activities where appropriate and feasible. 
 
• Description of applicant’s Recycled-Content Purchasing Policy (or Environmentally Preferable 

Policy with recycled-content purchasing provisions).  Lists and documents the types of 
recycled products their agency has previously purchased, etc.   

• Evaluation of applicant’s Recycled-Content Purchasing practices, which includes a description 
of the aspects that have been successfully implemented and a description of at least one (1) 
aspect that could be improved. 

• Discussion of applicant’s use of re-refined oil in vehicles or evidence of sustainable practices 
such as grasscycling, composting, water-efficient landscaping, etc.   

• Attachment of a formal Recycled-Content Purchasing Policy that has been adopted or 
modified within the last five (5) years (to receive full credit for this section). Adoption or 
modification of policy during the application period is acceptable. 

 
100 Total Possible General Review Criteria Points 

  
Preference Criteria (25 possible points) 

 
5 8. KEY PRIORITY WASTES. 

Description of how the project will focus on reusing one (1) or both of the following key priority 
wastes:  Food; Construction and Demolition materials. 
 

5 9. EXPANSION. 
Description of how the project will significantly enhance or expand an existing program.  
 

5 10. VISIBLE AND EDUCATIONAL. 
Description of how the project will be highly visible and educational to the public in general. 
 

5 11. RECIPIENTS OF PROJECT. 
Description of how the project will benefit educational and/or nonprofit organizations. 
 

5 12. VOCATIONAL TRAINING. 
Description of how the project will provide vocational/job skill training. 
 

25 Total Possible Preference Criteria Points 
125 TOTAL POSSIBLE GENERAL REVIEW AND PREFERENCE CRITERIA POINTS 
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Reuse Assistance Grants Scoring Criteria and Evaluation Process 
Fiscal Years 2005/2006 and 2006/2007 Offerings 

Applications must score at least 75 65 points within the General Review Criteria (items 1 through 7) to qualify for 
grant funding and for Preference Criteria consideration. All applications will be ranked according to the total number 
of points received. Staffs recommendations for funding will be based on the order of ranking. 
Maximum 

Points General Review Criteria (400 N possible points) 
30 25 1. NEED = Grant proposal clearly and convincingly describes and demonstrates why the project 

should be funded (e.g., benefits, end products, etc.). 
• Detailed description of the project proposed for funding. Explanation of the need the project 

will meet and description of what the project will accomplish and how it will be accomplished. 
• Provision of necessary background and convincing reasons why the project should be funded, 

including: the current efforts of reuse by the applicant's community, current outreach efforts, 
how this project would increase reuse, and by how much. 

• Description of how the project will significantly enhance or expand an existing program. 
• Description and justification of any targeting of specific sectors based on potential for waste 

diversion through reuse. 
• Explanation of why funding is needed for the project. Description of what other funding 

sources are available and which other grants have been applied for and/or received to fund 
this or related projects. 

• Description and quantification of the consequences, if any, if the project is not funded. 

25 20 2. GOALS AND OBJECTIVES = Describe what you wish to accomplish by completing this grant 
project. Measurable target(s) that must be met on the way to attaining your goal. 

• Explanation of the project's specific goals and objectives, including desired results, and how 
they relate to the need. 

• Quantification of outreach goals (e.g., how many people will be affected, etc.). 
• Quantification of desired results. 
• Description of how, and to what extent, benefits from the project will continue after the grant 

funding has ended. 

10 3. WORK PLAN = Specific list of all grant eligible procedures or tasks used to complete your project. 
Completion of the Work Plan template, to include a detailed description of each task required to 
achieve the objectives, the time frame, and who will perform each task. 

5 4. EVALUATION = Measures the outcome of the applicant's project. 
• Description of the methods that will be used to evaluate the success of the project and to 

determine the extent to which the objectives were accomplished. 
• Specification of who will be responsible for conducting the project evaluation and at what 

interval the results will be reported. 

10 5. BUDGET = Cost (dollar figure) associated with activities necessary to complete the project. 
• Completion of the Budget template, which includes the grant request and the matching 

contribution for the project. The matching contribution must be equal to or greater than 50 
percent of the grant funds requested. 

• Budget is highly detailed to demonstrate that proposed expenses are reasonable, and breaks 
down the overall cost for the entire project into very specific cost categories. All costs add up 
correctly. 

• Provision of recent quotes and estimates for all costs, with an indication on each 
quote/estimate to which Budget item it belongs. 

• A cost is associated with each item listed in the Work Plan. 
• Provision of specific details for the equipment, services, and supplies requested. 
• Budget items for miscellaneous, contingency, or managerial costs are clearly described, 

justified, and kept to a minimum. 
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Reuse Assistance Grants Scoring Criteria and Evaluation Process 
Fiscal Years 2005/2006 and 2006/2007 Offerings  

Applications must score at least 75 65 points within the General Review Criteria (items 1 through 7) to qualify for 
grant funding and for Preference Criteria consideration.  All applications will be ranked according to the total number 
of points received.  Staff’s recommendations for funding will be based on the order of ranking. 
Maximum 

Points 
 

General Review Criteria (100 90 possible points) 
30  25 1.  NEED = Grant proposal clearly and convincingly describes and demonstrates why the project 

should be funded (e.g., benefits, end products, etc.).  
• Detailed description of the project proposed for funding.  Explanation of the need the project 

will meet and description of what the project will accomplish and how it will be accomplished. 
• Provision of necessary background and convincing reasons why the project should be funded, 

including: the current efforts of reuse by the applicant’s community, current outreach efforts, 
how this project would increase reuse, and by how much. 

• Description of how the project will significantly enhance or expand an existing program. 
• Description and justification of any targeting of specific sectors based on potential for waste 

diversion through reuse. 
• Explanation of why funding is needed for the project.  Description of what other funding 

sources are available and which other grants have been applied for and/or received to fund 
this or related projects. 

• Description and quantification of the consequences, if any, if the project is not funded. 
 

25 20 2.  GOALS AND OBJECTIVES = Describe what you wish to accomplish by completing this grant 
project.  Measurable target(s) that must be met on the way to attaining your goal.       

• Explanation of the project’s specific goals and objectives, including desired results, and how 
they relate to the need. 

• Quantification of outreach goals (e.g., how many people will be affected, etc.). 
• Quantification of desired results. 
• Description of how, and to what extent, benefits from the project will continue after the grant 

funding has ended. 
 

10 3.  WORK PLAN = Specific list of all grant eligible procedures or tasks used to complete your project.  
Completion of the Work Plan template, to include a detailed description of each task required to 
achieve the objectives, the time frame, and who will perform each task. 

 
5 4.  EVALUATION = Measures the outcome of the applicant’s project.   

• Description of the methods that will be used to evaluate the success of the project and to 
determine the extent to which the objectives were accomplished. 

• Specification of who will be responsible for conducting the project evaluation and at what 
interval the results will be reported. 

 
10 5.  BUDGET = Cost (dollar figure) associated with activities necessary to complete the project.   

• Completion of the Budget template, which includes the grant request and the matching 
contribution for the project.  The matching contribution must be equal to or greater than 50 
percent of the grant funds requested. 

• Budget is highly detailed to demonstrate that proposed expenses are reasonable, and breaks 
down the overall cost for the entire project into very specific cost categories.  All costs add up 
correctly. 

• Provision of recent quotes and estimates for all costs, with an indication on each 
quote/estimate to which Budget item it belongs. 

• A cost is associated with each item listed in the Work Plan. 
• Provision of specific details for the equipment, services, and supplies requested. 
• Budget items for miscellaneous, contingency, or managerial costs are clearly described, 

justified, and kept to a minimum. 
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5 6. APPLICATION COMPLETENESS, LETTERS OF SUPPORT, EXPERIENCE, ETC. 
• Inclusion of two (2) current letters of support for the project. 
• Explanation of how applicant and its contractor(s) have sufficient staff resources, technical 

expertise, and experience to carry out the project. Resumes, endorsements, references, etc. 
are attached. 

• Application is submitted in the format requested; all requested information and required 
documents are included, and in the order prescribed. 

15 7. EVIDENCE OF RECYCLED-CONTENT PURCHASHING POLICY. 
This policy requires the applicant to use recycled-content products, recycled or reused products, 
or engage in other waste reduction activities where appropriate and feasible. 

• Description of applicant's Recycled-Content Purchasing Policy (or Environmentally Preferable 
Policy with recycled-content purchasing provisions). Lists and documents the types of 
recycled products their agency has previously purchased, etc. 

• Evaluation of applicant's Recycled-Content Purchasing practices, which includes a description 
of the aspects that have been successfully implemented and a description of at least one (1) 
aspect that could be improved. 

• Discussion of applicant's use of re-refined oil in vehicles or evidence of sustainable practices 
such as grasscycling, composting, water-efficient landscaping, etc. 

• Attachment of a formal Recycled-Content Purchasing Policy that has been adopted or 
modified within the last five (5) years (to receive full credit for this section). Adoption or 
modification of policy during the application period is acceptable. 

1-00 90 Total Possible General Review Criteria Points 

Preference Criteria (25 10 possible points) 

5 7 8. KEY PRIORITY WASTES. 
Description of how the project will focus on reusing one (1) or both of the following key priority 
wastes: Food; Construction and Demolition materials. 

5 L EXPANSION. 
Desoription-of-how-the-project-will-significantly-en-hanoe-or-expand-an-existing-program, 

5 IA, VISIBLEAND-EDUCATIONAL 
Desoriction-of-he;ALthe-projest-will-be-highly-visible-and-eduoational-te-the-publis-M-generak 

5 1 RECIPIENT&OF-PROJECT, 
Desoription-of-hvALthe-projest-will-benefit-eduoational-and/er-nonprefit-erganizatiens, 

5 3 12. VOCATIONAL TRAINING. 
Description of how the project will provide vocational/job skill training. 

25 10 Total Possible Preference Criteria Points 
1,25100 TOTAL POSSIBLE GENERAL REVIEW AND PREFERENCE CRITERIA POINTS 
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5 6.  APPLICATION COMPLETENESS, LETTERS OF SUPPORT, EXPERIENCE, ETC.   
• Inclusion of two (2) current letters of support for the project. 
• Explanation of how applicant and its contractor(s) have sufficient staff resources, technical 

expertise, and experience to carry out the project.  Resumes, endorsements, references, etc. 
are attached. 

• Application is submitted in the format requested; all requested information and required 
documents are included, and in the order prescribed.   

 
15 7.  EVIDENCE OF RECYCLED-CONTENT PURCHASHING POLICY. 

This policy requires the applicant to use recycled-content products, recycled or reused products, 
or engage in other waste reduction activities where appropriate and feasible. 
 
• Description of applicant’s Recycled-Content Purchasing Policy (or Environmentally Preferable 
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100 90 Total Possible General Review Criteria Points 

  
Preference Criteria (25 10 possible points) 

 
5 7 8. KEY PRIORITY WASTES. 

Description of how the project will focus on reusing one (1) or both of the following key priority 
wastes:  Food; Construction and Demolition materials. 
 

5 9. EXPANSION. 
Description of how the project will significantly enhance or expand an existing program.  
 

5 10. VISIBLE AND EDUCATIONAL. 
Description of how the project will be highly visible and educational to the public in general. 
 

5 11. RECIPIENTS OF PROJECT. 
Description of how the project will benefit educational and/or nonprofit organizations. 
 

5 3 12. VOCATIONAL TRAINING. 
Description of how the project will provide vocational/job skill training.
 

25 10 Total Possible Preference Criteria Points 
125 100 TOTAL POSSIBLE GENERAL REVIEW AND PREFERENCE CRITERIA POINTS 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-165 (Revised) 

Consideration Of The Scoring Criteria And Evaluation Process For The Reuse Assistance Grants 
Program FYs 2005/2006 And 2006/2007 (Integrated Waste Management Account) 

WHEREAS, the purpose of the Reuse Assistance Grants is to bolster reuse activities at the local level 
thereby supporting waste prevention, which is at the top of the preferred waste management hierarchy, and 
support local public agencies' efforts to achieve and maintain State mandated disposal reduction goals; and 

WHEREAS, through the approval of Fiscal Year (FY) 2000/2001 Budget Change Proposal (BCP) #5, two 
hundred fifty thousand dollars ($250,000) in annual expenditure authority is authorized from the Integrated 
Waste Management Account (IWMA) for the funding of Reuse Assistance Grants offerings; and 

WHEREAS, an offering of the Reuse Assistance Grants totaling two hundred fifty thousand dollars 
($250,000) from FY 2005/2006 allocations and at least two hundred fifty thousand dollars ($250,000) 
from FY 2006/2007 allocations would maximize funding availability and administrative efficiency, and 
increase reuse activities in California through a competitive grant program; and 

WHEREAS, in September 1996, the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) approved 
standardized General Review Criteria for competitive grant programs and a procedure for presenting the 
evaluation process and criteria to the Board; in June 2002, the Board modified the General Review Criteria. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves an offering of the Reuse 
Assistance Grants totaling two hundred fifty thousand dollars ($250,000) from the FY 2005/2006 allocation 
and at least two hundred fifty thousand dollars ($250,000) from the FY 2006/2007 allocation; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the Evaluation 
and Scoring Criteria (Attachment 4 2 (Revision 2)), the eligibility criteria, the matching funds requirement, 
and the evaluation and award processes as set forth in the agenda item for FYs 2005/2006 and 2006/2007 
offerings of Reuse Assistance Grants; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board hereby directs staff to develop and 
issue Notices of Funds Available soliciting applications from eligible applicants, and to receive, score, and 
rank the resulting applications, and to return to the Board for award of Reuse Assistance Grants for FYs 
2005/2006 and 2006/2007. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly 
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 12 

ITEM 
Consideration Of The Grant Awards For The Sustainable Building Tire Grant Program FY 
2004/2005 (Tire Recycling Management Fund) 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
This agenda item presents staff recommendations to award funding for the Fiscal Year 
(FY) 2004/2005 Sustainable Building Tire Grant Program. The California Integrated 
Waste Management Board (Board) received six (6) applications for this grant solicitation. 
One application was disqualified for an ineligible project, and one application did not 
meet the minimum scoring criteria of 75 points required for funding. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
At the May 2003 Board meeting, the Board adopted Resolution 2003-275, Consideration 
of Adoption of the Revised Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling Management 
Program 2nd  Edition Covering FY 2003/04-2007/08. This plan approved a current year 
allocation of $300,000 from the Tire Recycling Management Fund (Tire Fund) to assist 
in the development of markets and new technologies for California waste tires through 
the Sustainable Building Program. 

At the February 2005 Board meeting, the Board adopted Resolution 2005-50, Consideration 
of the Scoring Criteria and Evaluation Process for the Sustainable Building Tire Grant 
Program Fiscal Year 2004/2005 (California Tire Recycling Management Fund). 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the proposed awards and direct staff to enter into Grant Agreements with 

applicants for the FY 2004/2005 offering of the Sustainable Building Tire Grants; or 
2. Disapprove the proposed awards for the Sustainable Building Tire Grants. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Board approve Option 1, and adopt Resolution Number 2005-166. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

1. Background 
Through the Sustainable Building Tire Grant program, the Board is promoting the 
expansion, use and acceptance of waste tire-derived products in building 
applications. The Sustainable Building Tire Grant Program will help the 
marketplace become aware of the availability and benefits of using tire-derived 
products in building projects. In turn, the use of these products should become 
more mainstream and increase the instances of them being specified. 

2. Application Evaluation Process 
• The Notice of Funds Available (NOFA) was placed on the Board's Web site and 

mailed and/or e-mailed on February 17, 2005 to over 2,100 interested parties 
statewide. 
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• The application period extended from February 17, 2005 to April 29, 2005. 
• The Board received six (6) applications for the FY 2004/2005 offering of the 

Sustainable Building Tire Grants by the 2:00 p.m. April 29, 2005 deadline, 
totaling $391,441.50 in requested funding. 

• Grants Administration Unit (GAU) entered the applications into the Grants 
Management System (GMS). 

• GAU conducted an initial completeness review of each application. 
• GAU distributed all six (6) applications to the Cycle Lead. 
• The Cycle Lead determined, with concurrence from the Board's Legal Office 

and GAU, that one (1) application should be disqualified from this offering 
due to project ineligibility. As a result, there were five (5) complete and 
eligible applications to evaluate, totaling $316,444 in requested funding. 

• One scoring panel, comprised of three Board staff members, evaluated the 
complete and eligible applications. 

• Each panel member reviewed and scored each grant application individually. 
• The panel members met as a group to discuss and evaluate each application 

and calculated a group panel score for each application. 
• After the panel members reviewed and discussed all the applications, one (1) 

application did not meet the minimum scoring criteria of 75. 
• Four (4) applications received passing scores for a total of $246,744 in 

requested funds. 

3.  Scoring Results 
After completing the scoring review process, the Cycle Lead listed all evaluated 
applications. Those applications that received a score of 75 points or higher in the 
General Review and Preference Criteria were considered passing. Please refer to 
Attachment 1 for the proposed grant awards and project descriptions. 

4.  Measurement 
• The proposed projects will divert 22,997 tires from disposal in California's 

landfills, with the potential to divert up to 43,622 tires. This provides a per tire 
cost, for the total grant dollars spent at $10.73/tire. If the maximum diversion of 
43,622 tires is achieved, the cost per tire will be $5.66. The variance in these 
diversion numbers is based on one of the proposals which will establish a 
sustainable building-waste tire program. They anticipate incorporating the use of 
waste tire-derived products into 10 future projects which may include: landscape 
materials, rubberized asphalt materials, highway sound barriers, sidewalks and 
walkway surfacing, playground surfacing, swimming pool surfacing, roofing 
systems, ADA ramp products, carpet, flooring, foundation materials, insulation, 
mats and wall guards. It is anticipated that with inclusion of the various types of 
waste tire products listed above in those 10 projects, an additional 20,625 waste 
tires will be diverted from California's landfills. However, the actual diversion 
numbers that are reflected in the final reports will provide insight into how many 
tires were actually diverted, and therefore, what the cost per tire actually was at the 
conclusion of the grant-funded project. 

• Education and Outreach efforts will reach at least 243,000 people with the 
potential of reaching upwards of two (2) million people Statewide, through 
cable television, newspapers, tours, tri-lingual education, etc. 
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• One of the projects will reduce yearly overtime costs by approximately 60 
percent or $15,000. This is a huge cost savings to the local public agency. 

5. Reporting Requirements 
After completing the grant term grantees are required to prepare and submit a final 
report that includes the number of tires diverted from California's landfills. 
Additionally, the grantees will be required to report for an additional five (5) years 
on how the products or programs are working for them. For those projects where the 
grantees are installing waste tire-derived products their reports will include an 
analysis on the operations and maintenance of those products. However, if the 
funding is to expand a program to include a waste tire aspect, then the grantee will 
report on how the program is performing, how it is being received, and how many 
tires the program is actually diverting (if data is available). 

B. Environmental Issues 
We expect the environmental issues to be positive as the awarded grant projects will 
further the market development of California's waste tires, thereby diverting waste 
tires from landfills and helping to prevent the illegal dumping of those tires 
throughout the State of California. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
The use of waste tires as feedstock for new or existing products will serve to further 
the Board's mission in promoting market development and resource conservation, 
and will help keep the tires out of landfills and help prevent illegal dumping. This is 
a long-term benefit for the Board, California, and the environment. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
California industries that manufacture and supply tire-derived products will benefit 
from the incorporation and promotion of these tire products into sustainable building 
projects and applications. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
1.  These grant awards will be allocated from the FY 2004/2005 Tire Fund, and will 

be expended by May 15, 2007. 
2.  The funding is from the Sustainable Building Program's $300,000 funding 

allocation from the Five-Year Plan. 

F. Legal Issues 
Senate Bill 876 (Escutia, Chapter 838, Statutes of 2000) (California Waste Tire 
Recycling Enhancement Act) authorizes the funding of market development for 
recycled-content California tire-derived products. 

G. Environmental Justice 
All applicants were required to certify under penalty of perjury that, if awarded a 
grant, it shall, in the performance of the Grant Agreement, conduct its program, 
policies, and activities that substantially affect human health or the environment in a 
manner that ensures the fair treatment of people of all races, cultures, and income 
levels, including minority populations, and low-income populations of the State. 
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All grantees will be contractually required to perform their grant projects in a manner 
that is consistent with the principles of Environmental Justice as defined in Public 
Resources Code § 72000 et seq. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
These grant awards support the Board's Strategic Plan, under Goal 2; to assist in the 
creation and expansion of sustainable markets to support diversion efforts and ensure 
that diverted materials return to the economic mainstream. There are three (3) 
objectives listed under this goal. The specific objective that this grant award 
addresses is Objective 2; to encourage the use of materials diverted from California 
landfills and the use of environmentally preferable practices, products, and 
technologies. Strategy B listed under this objective is to provide financial incentives, 
including grants, contracts, loans, and tax credits. 

2005 Action Plan 
These grant awards support the 2005 Action Plan, recently released by our Executive 
Director. Specifically, the Green Procurement Action Plan, to increase demand for 
recycled content and environmentally preferable products and materials by State and 
local government. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 

1. Fund Source 
2. Amount 

Available 
3. Amount to 

Fund Item 
4. Amount 

Remaining 
5. Line 

Item 

Tire Recycling $300,000 $246,744.00 $53,256.00 Grants 
Management Fund 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Proposed Grant Award Project Descriptions 
2.  Resolution Number 2005-166 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff: Kristen McDonald Phone: (916) 341-6485 

Barbara Van Gee (916) 341-6474 
B.  Legal Staff: Holly B. Armstrong Phone: (916) 341-6060 
C.  Administration Staff: Roger Ikemoto Phone: (916) 341-6116 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A.  Support 

Staff had not received any written support at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 

B.  Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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PROPOSED GRANTEE FUNDING REQUESTED 
# OF TIRES 
DIVERTED PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

CITY OF ONTARIO $75,000.00 12,650 

To construct 2 community park facilities that are LEED Certified. The facilities 
will host recycled rubber playground covers and recycled rubber flooring. These 

projects will be the first sustainable buildings in the City of Ontario. 

SAN LUIS OBISPO CHILDREN'S 
MUSEUM $21,744.00 591 

To provide a playground surface area at the Children's Museum made from 
recycled California tires that would demonstrate a beneficial use of used tires in 
sustainable building project to 40,000 visitors annually. This project would add 

a recycled CA tire exhibit and playground surface that would continue to 
enhance and educate the public on the beneficial used of recycled tire products. 

CITY OF MONTEREY PARK $75,000.00 20,625* 

Funding will be used to formulate local guidelines encouraging the usage of 
California waste tire products in development projects and businesses, develop 

tri-lingual educational materials and product referral information in English, 
Spanish, and Chinese, and disseminate information directly to residents and 

developers/contractors in tri-lingual format by direct mail and over the counter 
distribution. The City will also develop a regional expo to get the message out to 
the general population regarding the purchasing and use of waste tire products 
in practical applications around remodels, landscaping, and roofing projects. 

EL DORADO COUNTY $75,000.00 9,756 

These funds will be used to incorporate a bullet containment system at a new 
shooting range, to be constructed out of steel and large recycled rubber chunks 

referred to as rubber media to forma 30-inch bed to catch all ammunition. 

TOTAL $246,744.00 22,997 

*Anticipated diversion through the 
waste tire program 

*43,622 including 
anticipated diversion 
from Monterey Park 
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the general population regarding the purchasing and use of waste tire products 

in practical applications around remodels, landscaping, and roofing projects.  

 EL DORADO COUNTY $75,000.00 9,756

These funds will be used to incorporate a bullet containment system at a new 
shooting range, to be constructed out of steel and large recycled rubber chunks 

referred to as rubber media to forma 30-inch bed to catch all ammunition.

TOTAL $246,744.00 22,997

*Anticipated diversion through the 
waste tire program

*43,622 including 
anticipated diversion 
from Monterey Park
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-166 

Consideration Of The Grant Awards For The Sustainable Building Tire Grant Program FY 
2004/2005 (Tire Recycling Management Fund) 

WHEREAS, the concept of "Sustainable Building," also referred to as "Green Building," is an 
integrated approach that encompasses integrated waste management objectives such as building 
materials efficiency, construction and demolition waste reduction, and maximization of reused 
and recycled content building and landscaping materials; and 

WHEREAS, in May 2003, the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) 
approved the Revised Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling Management Program 2nd  
Edition Covering Fiscal Year (FY) 2003/04-2007/08, and allocated three hundred thousand 
dollars ($300,000) for Green Building Activities that promote the purchase of building products 
containing recycled rubber; and 

WHEREAS, in February 2005, the Board approved the Scoring Criteria and Evaluation Process, 
along with three hundred thousand dollars ($300,000), from the California Tire Recycling 
Management Fund to solicit proposals for the Sustainable Building Tire Grant Program (FY 
2004/05); and 

WHEREAS, Board staff solicited applications for the Sustainable Building Tire Grant Program 
from February 17, 2005 to April 29, 2005; and 

WHEREAS, a total of six (6) applications were received by the final filing date of 
April 29, 2005, and a total of five (5) applications were deemed complete and eligible for 
evaluation; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff reviewed and evaluated all five (5) grant applications based on the 
Board approved scoring criteria and four (4) applications received passing scores; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the ranking of the 
applications and directs staff to develop and enter into Grant Agreements with the passing 
applicants as set forth below; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the award of each grant is 
conditioned upon the return by the proposed Grantee of a completed and executed Grant 
Agreement within ninety (90) days of the date of the mailing of the Grant Agreement package by 
Board staff; and 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-166 
Consideration Of The Grant Awards For The Sustainable Building Tire Grant Program FY 
2004/2005 (Tire Recycling Management Fund) 
 
WHEREAS, the concept of “Sustainable Building,” also referred to as “Green Building,” is an 
integrated approach that encompasses integrated waste management objectives such as building 
materials efficiency, construction and demolition waste reduction, and maximization of reused 
and recycled content building and landscaping materials; and 
 
WHEREAS, in May 2003, the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) 
approved the Revised Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling Management Program 2nd 
Edition Covering Fiscal Year (FY) 2003/04-2007/08, and allocated three hundred thousand 
dollars ($300,000) for Green Building Activities that promote the purchase of building products 
containing recycled rubber; and 
 
WHEREAS, in February 2005, the Board approved the Scoring Criteria and Evaluation Process, 
along with three hundred thousand dollars ($300,000), from the California Tire Recycling 
Management Fund to solicit proposals for the Sustainable Building Tire Grant Program (FY 
2004/05); and 
 
WHEREAS, Board staff solicited applications for the Sustainable Building Tire Grant Program 
from February 17, 2005 to April 29, 2005; and 
 
WHEREAS, a total of six (6) applications were received by the final filing date of  
April 29, 2005, and a total of five (5) applications were deemed complete and eligible for 
evaluation; and 
 
WHEREAS, Board staff reviewed and evaluated all five (5) grant applications based on the 
Board approved scoring criteria and four (4) applications received passing scores;   
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the ranking of the 
applications and directs staff to develop and enter into Grant Agreements with the passing 
applicants as set forth below; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the award of each grant is 
conditioned upon the return by the proposed Grantee of a completed and executed Grant 
Agreement within ninety (90) days of the date of the mailing of the Grant Agreement package by 
Board staff; and 
 

(over) 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the award of each grant is further 
conditioned upon full payment, within ninety (90) days from the date of this grant award by the 
Board, of all outstanding debt owed by the proposed Grantee to the Board; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby approves the 
award of the FY 2004/2005 offering of the Sustainable Building Tire Grant Program in the total 
amount of two hundred forty six thousand seven hundred forty four dollars ($246,744) for FY 
2004/2005 to the applicants and in the amounts indicated below: 

APPLICANT FUNDS RECOMMENDED 

CITY OF ONTARIO $75,000 

SAN LUIS OBISPO CHILDREN'S MUSEUM $21,744 

CITY OF MONTEREY PARK $75,000 

EL DORADO COUNTY $75,000 

TOTAL FUNDS RECOMMENDED $246,744 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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conditioned upon full payment, within ninety (90) days from the date of this grant award by the 
Board, of all outstanding debt owed by the proposed Grantee to the Board; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby approves the 
award of the FY 2004/2005 offering of the Sustainable Building Tire Grant Program in the total 
amount of two hundred forty six thousand seven hundred forty four dollars ($246,744) for FY 
2004/2005 to the applicants and in the amounts indicated below:  
 

APPLICANT FUNDS RECOMMENDED 

CITY OF ONTARIO  $75,000 

SAN LUIS OBISPO CHILDREN’S MUSEUM  $21,744 

CITY OF MONTEREY PARK  $75,000 

EL DORADO COUNTY  $75,000 

TOTAL FUNDS RECOMMENDED  $246,744 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 13 
ITEM 
Consideration Of A Revised Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The City Of 
Fresno, 

I.  

Fresno County 

ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Fresno has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(Board) a revised second Senate Bill (SB)1066 Time Extension application. Public 
Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved the 
diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time extensions 
to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; no 
extension may be effective beyond January 1, 2006. 

The City's first SB1066 Time Extension has ended, and despite its efforts to meet the 
timeline in its first Plan of Correction, it will need additional time to implement programs 
proposed in its first SB1066 Time Extension request, and/or additional programs. Staff's 
analysis of this revised second SB1066 Time Extension request is that it is reasonable 
given the barriers the City has faced, as explained in Attachment 1 of this item. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City's first SB1066 Time Extension requests at the August 20-21, 
2002 Board meeting. At the May 2005, Board meeting, the Board made recommendations for 
the implementation of alternative programs and timeframes and allowed the City to revise 
application for consideration at the June 2005 Board meeting. 

its 

III.  OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted for a second extension to 

the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith efforts to-date to 
implement its first Plan of Correction and plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City's application as may be modified by the City at the 
Board meeting. 

3. The Board may accept the application as submitted, but also make recommendations 
that the City implement alternative programs that it believes should be added to the 
new Plan of Correction for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the City should add for its new Plan of Correction to be 
successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the City time to 
revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City's application and allow the City to revise and 
resubmit the application based on the Board's specified reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City's application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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AGENDA ITEM 13 

ITEM 
Consideration Of A Revised Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The City Of 
Fresno, Fresno County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Fresno has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(Board) a revised second Senate Bill (SB)1066 Time Extension application.  Public 
Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved the 
diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time extensions 
to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; no 
extension may be effective beyond January 1, 2006.  
 
The City’s first SB1066 Time Extension has ended, and despite its efforts to meet the 
timeline in its first Plan of Correction, it will need additional time to implement programs 
proposed in its first SB1066 Time Extension request, and/or additional programs.  Staff’s 
analysis of this revised second SB1066 Time Extension request is that it is reasonable 
given the barriers the City has faced, as explained in Attachment 1 of this item. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City’s first SB1066 Time Extension requests at the August 20-21, 
2002 Board meeting. At the May 2005, Board meeting, the Board made recommendations for 
the implementation of alternative programs and timeframes and allowed the City to revise its 
application for consideration at the June 2005 Board meeting. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted for a second extension to 

the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith efforts to-date to 
implement its first Plan of Correction and plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City’s application as may be modified by the City at the 
Board meeting. 

3. The Board may accept the application as submitted, but also make recommendations 
that the City implement alternative programs that it believes should be added to the 
new Plan of Correction for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the City should add for its new Plan of Correction to be 
successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the City time to 
revise its application.   

5. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and allow the City to revise and 
resubmit the application based on the Board’s specified reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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IV. STAFF 

to 

A. 
1.  

2.  

Staff 
SB1066 

V. ANALYSIS 

implement 

Key 

recommends 
RECOMMENDATION 

the Board adopt 
request 

first Plan of Correction 

and Findings 

Code (PRC) 
requirement of 
meeting the 50 

may be 

41820(b) further 
a request 

in this section shall 

disapproves 
disapproval." 

submitted a second 
either: 

additional 
the barriers 

certain 
or fully implement 

SB1066 Time Extension 
and includes 
the diversion 

analysis 

implementing 

for the implementation 

option No. 1: approve the City's revised second 
as submitted on the basis of its good faith efforts to-date 

and its plans for future program implementation. 

Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 
percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five 
effective beyond January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820). 

provides that: 
for an extension, the board may make specific 

of alternative programs. 
preclude the board from disapproving any request for 

a request for an extension, the board shall specify its 

SB1066 Time Extension application requesting 

programs, 
encountered during the first TE that kept it from 
programs, or 

programs in its first Plan of Correction. 

application addresses all of the requirements of a 
a discussion as to why the jurisdiction needs additional 

programs listed in its second Plan of Correction. 

the information below. 

SB 

Background 

time extension 
its 

Issues 

Public Resources 
the diversion 
extensions to 
years; no extensions 

PRC Section 
"(1) When considering 
recommendations 
(2) Nothing 
an extension. 
(3) If the board 
reasons for the 

The City has 
more time to 
• implement 
• overcome 

• expand 

The second 
1066 application, 
time to implement 

Basis for staffs 
Staff's analysis is based upon 
Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Diversion Rate Data (Percent) Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Report Year Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 Pounds waste 
generated per person 

per day (ppd) 

Population 
(2002) 

Non-Residential 
Waste Stream 

Percentage 

Residential Waste 
Stream Percentage 

1990 22 27 31 29 7.6 442,300 63 37 

SB 1066 Data 
Program Review Site 
Visit by Board Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed % 
Diversion Increase 

Extension 
End Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? (yes/no) 

2004 
6 month status report 
Final report with Annual Report 

21.5% 12/31/05 Yes 

Staff Analysis of the City's Second SB 1066 Application: 

requirement within 
additional time is necessary 

Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the City to meeting the 50% diversion 

the first time extension, and its explanation as to why 
for meeting the diversion requirement; 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve the City’s revised second 
SB1066 time extension request as submitted on the basis of its good faith efforts to-date 
to implement its first Plan of Correction and its plans for future program implementation. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 
extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five 
years; no extensions may be effective beyond January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 
“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request for 
an extension. 
(3)  If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify its 
reasons for the disapproval.” 
 
The City has submitted a second SB1066 Time Extension application requesting 
more time to either: 
• implement additional programs, 
• overcome the barriers encountered during the first TE that kept it from 

implementing certain programs, or 
• expand or fully implement programs in its first Plan of Correction.   

 
The second SB1066 Time Extension application addresses all of the requirements of a SB 
1066 application, and includes a discussion as to why the jurisdiction needs additional 
time to implement the diversion programs listed in its second Plan of Correction. 
 

2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   
    Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
    Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions  Diversion Rate Data (Percent) 
Report Year Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 Pounds waste 
generated per person 

per day (ppd) 

Population 
(2002) 

Non-Residential 
Waste Stream 

Percentage 

Residential Waste 
Stream Percentage 

1990 22 27 31 29 7.6 442,300 63 37 
 

SB 1066 Data 
Program Review Site 
Visit by Board Staff 

 Reporting Frequency Proposed % 
Diversion Increase 

Extension 
End Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? (yes/no) 

2004 6 month status report  
Final report with Annual Report 21.5% 12/31/05 Yes 

 
Staff Analysis of the City’s Second SB 1066 Application:  
Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 

• The barriers faced by the City to meeting the 50% diversion requirement within 
the first time extension, and its explanation as to why additional time is necessary 
for meeting the diversion requirement; 
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• Staffs analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the City is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

second Plan of Correction (Section W-A of the SB1066 Time Extension 
application), and their relationship to programs proposed for the first extension; 

• Staffs analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 
appropriate, given the barriers confronted in the first Time Extension period, and 
the jurisdiction's waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction's SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 

a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 
b. includes new source reduction, recycling, and composting programs the City will 

implement, or existing programs it will modify; 
c. identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
d. identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs. 

The City's second Plan of Correction meets the above requirements. Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the City's current program implementation, including a 
program review site visit. Based on Board staff's understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to its need for a second extension, 
Board staff believes the City's proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable. The 
City's request and staffs analysis are explained in Attachment 1. 

In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. In addition to reporting its progress in its Annual Report, 
staff recommends the City also be required to submit six month progress reports as well 
as a fmal report at the end of the extension. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested second Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• The City has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The City is making a good faith effort to implement the programs identified in its 

SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The City has submitted a second Plan of Correction demonstrating that it will 

meet the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the 
programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, 
and the means of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the City's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 2. Because of the jurisdiction's efforts to-date 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement 
as outlined in its second Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the 
City's second SB1066 time extension application. 
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• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the City is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

second Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension 
application), and their relationship to programs proposed for the first extension; 

• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 
appropriate, given the barriers confronted in the first Time Extension period, and 
the jurisdiction’s waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
     a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           b.  includes new source reduction, recycling, and composting programs the City will 
implement, or existing programs it will modify; 
     c.  identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     d.  identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
The City’s second Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the City’s current program implementation, including a 
program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to its need for a second extension, 
Board staff believes the City’s proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable.  The 
City’s request and staff’s analysis are explained in Attachment 1. 

 
In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)].  In addition to reporting its progress in its Annual Report, 
staff recommends the City also be required to submit six month progress reports as well 
as a final report at the end of the extension. 
 
3.  Findings

Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested second Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• The City has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The City is making a good faith effort to implement the programs identified in its 

SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The City has submitted a second Plan of Correction demonstrating that it will 

meet the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the 
programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, 
and the means of funding. 

 
A comprehensive list of the City’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 2.  Because of the jurisdiction’s efforts to-date 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement 
as outlined in its second Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the 
City’s second SB1066 time extension application.   
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B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement diversion programs will 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement new and expand existing 
programs and to measure the impact these newly implemented and expanded 
programs have had on diversion will assist the jurisdiction to achieve the 
requirements of PRC Section 41780. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, 
allows the Board the discretion to grant these time extensions. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

issues related 

help to 

diversion 

diversion 

Section 

and 

there 

in the 

on the 

the 
the 

(D) 
reduce 

representatives, 

strategy 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for City of Fresno 
% White % 

Hispanic 
% 
Black 

%Native 
American 

% Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

37.3 39.9 8.0 0.8 11.0 0.1 0.2 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for Ci of Fresno 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below 

poverty level 
32,236 45,101 26.2 

* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional 
are no environmental justice issues related to this item in this 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. To increase participation 
new/expanding programs, the City disseminates brochures in 
Hmong, Cambodian, Laotian and Vietnamese to residents and 
availability of these new diversion programs. 

• Project Benefits. The expansion of the existing, and implementation 
additional programs and facilities listed in this item will help 
jurisdiction's diversion rates. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement programs 

community 

English, Spanish, 
businesses 

of 
to increase 

local jurisdictions' 

and 
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B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide.   
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement new and expand existing diversion 
programs and to measure the impact these newly implemented and expanded 
programs have had on diversion will assist the jurisdiction to achieve the diversion 
requirements of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, and 
allows the Board the discretion to grant these time extensions. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   

 
2000 Census Data – Demographics for City of Fresno 

 % White % 
Hispanic 

% 
Black 

%Native 
American 

% Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

37.3 39.9 8.0 0.8 11.0 0.1 0.2 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of Fresno 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below 

poverty level 
32,236 45,101 26.2 

* Per household 
 

• Environmental Justice Issues.   According to the jurisdictional representatives, there 
are no environmental justice issues related to this item in this community.   

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.   To increase participation in the 
new/expanding programs, the City disseminates brochures in English, Spanish, 
Hmong, Cambodian, Laotian and Vietnamese to residents and businesses on the 
availability of these new diversion programs.  

• Project Benefits.  The expansion of the existing, and implementation of the 
additional programs and facilities listed in this item will help to increase the 
jurisdiction’s diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
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disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the jurisdiction's efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for City of Fresno 
2. City of Fresno's Revised Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
3. Program Listing for City of Fresno 
4. Resolution Number 2005-161 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Terri Edwards Phone: (916) 341-6733 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

City of Fresno 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the jurisdiction’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Time Extension Matrix for City of Fresno  
2. City of Fresno’s Revised Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
3. Program Listing for City of Fresno 
4. Resolution Number 2005-161 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff:  Terri Edwards                            Phone:  (916) 341-6733 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  N/A                 Phone:  N/A 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

City of Fresno
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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City of Fresno's Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Commercial Recycling Program: 
• Private independent haulers service 30 percent of the 

commercial waste stream. The City has had difficulty in 
identifying where waste is generated and how best to 
track and increase the diversion rate associated with this 
tonnage. These haulers have not had incentives to assist 
or commit to the City's recycling goals. 

• Due to City-wide layoffs, bumping patterns, staffmg 
shortages, and retraining of new staff, completion of 
diversion projects were delayed. 

• Lack of participation from the commercial sector area. 
• Purchase of new trucks was delayed based upon a 

movement to a new accounting system. Additionally, the 
selected vendor has had difficulty with the delivery of 
the purchased trucks; therefore, the commercial 
recycling program was unavoidably delayed. 

Reasons For Second Time Extension: 
• Additional time is needed for the program to be fully 

implemented and the success of the program to be 
realized. 

• Staff have completed 5,000 business waste audits and as 
a result, implemented over 1,000 new recycling 
accounts. Extra time is needed so that the City can 
continue with the remainder of their audits, monitor the 
success of the newly established accounts, and revisit 
sites that previously declined in a fmal attempt to 
provide them with recycling services. 

• Additional time is needed to develop and adopt an 
ordinance requiring businesses to recycle. 

Commercial Recycling: 
• Staff agrees that the City seems to be adequately 

addressing the barriers regarding the implementation of 
the commercial recycling program. Because of the lack 
of cooperation from the private haulers, the City was 
unable to determine the effectiveness of the 
commercial recycling program. This would have 
provided the City with an accurate description of which 
businesses, such as the largest generators, still needed 
technical assistance. The City continues to assess their 
commercial waste stream and work with area 
businesses. 

• City staff is working on modifying the Fresno City 
Municipal Code to include a reporting requirement of 
all recycling activities on all waste hauling permits. 

• Due to shortages in equipment, the commercial 
recycling sales staff was temporarily reassigned to 
perform other related tasks for approximately 6 
months. Routing staff has rebalanced all the current 
recycling routes to allow for the inclusion of an 
additional 400-500 recycling customers. Solid Waste 
hired and trained four additional sales staff to begin the 
marketing of recycling services. By June 2004, staff 
had completed over 5,000 waste audits. 

• The City is in the process of issuing a Request For 
Proposal for the privatization and franchising of the 
commercial sector. 

• Delivery of new trucks began on May 2004 for a total 
of 18 trucks at a cost of $200,000 per truck. 

• City plans to adopt a Mandatory Commercial 
Recycling Ordinance by December 31, 2005 August 
31 2005. 

Barriers in Residential Recycling Program: 
• There has been considerable community resistance to 

recycling. Overcoming this barrier is taking a 
considerable amount of time and education. 

Reasons For Second Time Extension: 
• Additional time is needed for the program's expansion 

efforts to be fully realized and the effectiveness of the 
program to be evaluated. 

Residential Recycling Program: 
• City continues to implement an aggressive outreach 

and education campaign, and seek political support for 
recycling issues to change public opinion about 
the benefits of diverting waste. 

• In March of 2000, the City began the implementation 
of the three-cart system, 96 gallon containers for 
recyclables, greenwaste and garbage. The containers 
are collected once a week. In 2003, the City's 
residential program expanded the type of materials 
collected and processed through their newly 
constructed Materials Recovery Facility. In 2004, this 
program was expanded to include 2,100 alley 
customers. Recycling staff have worked with a public 
relations firm to reissue all brochures, develop new 
flyers, advertisements, media campaign kits and 
schools presentation bags for distribution to students 
and residents at school, church and community based 
group presentations, as well as all outreach events. 
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success of the newly established accounts, and revisit 
sites that previously declined in a final attempt to 
provide them with recycling services. 
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ordinance requiring businesses to recycle. 

 

Commercial Recycling: 
• Staff agrees that the City seems to be adequately 

addressing the barriers regarding the implementation of 
the commercial recycling program. Because of the lack 
of cooperation from the private haulers, the City was 
unable to determine the effectiveness of the 
commercial recycling program. This would have 
provided the City with an accurate description of which 
businesses, such as the largest generators, still needed 
technical assistance.  The City continues to assess their 
commercial waste stream and work with area 
businesses. 

• City staff is working on modifying the Fresno City 
Municipal Code to include a reporting requirement of 
all recycling activities on all waste hauling permits. 

• Due to shortages in equipment, the commercial 
recycling sales staff was temporarily reassigned to 
perform other related tasks for approximately 6 
months. Routing staff has rebalanced all the current 
recycling routes to allow for the inclusion of an 
additional 400-500 recycling customers. Solid Waste 
hired and trained four additional sales staff to begin the 
marketing of recycling services. By June 2004, staff 
had completed over 5,000 waste audits. 

• The City is in the process of issuing a Request For 
Proposal for the privatization and franchising of the 
commercial sector.   

• Delivery of new trucks began on May 2004 for a total 
of 18 trucks at a cost of $200,000 per truck. 

• City plans to adopt a Mandatory Commercial 
Recycling Ordinance by December 31, 2005 August 
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Barriers in Residential Recycling Program: 
• There has been considerable community resistance to 

recycling. Overcoming this barrier is taking a 
considerable amount of time and education. 

 
Reasons For Second Time Extension: 
• Additional time is needed for the program’s expansion 

efforts to be fully realized and the effectiveness of the 
program to be evaluated. 

 
 

Residential Recycling Program: 
• City continues to implement an aggressive outreach 

and education campaign, and seek political support for 
recycling issues to change public opinion about  

       the benefits of diverting waste. 
• In March of 2000, the City began the implementation 

of the three-cart system, 96 gallon containers for 
recyclables, greenwaste and garbage. The containers 
are collected once a week. In 2003, the City’s 
residential program expanded the type of materials 
collected and processed through their newly 
constructed Materials Recovery Facility. In 2004, this 
program was expanded to include 2,100 alley 
customers. Recycling staff have worked with a public 
relations firm to reissue all brochures, develop new 
flyers, advertisements, media campaign kits and 
schools presentation bags for distribution to students 
and residents at school, church and community based 
group presentations, as well as all outreach events. 
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Barriers to Residential Alley Diversion Program: 
• Due to strong adverse opinion, the City delayed 

implementation of the alley diversion program until May 
2004. 

• Budget constraints impeded the purchase of containers 
for alley customers. 

Reasons for a Second Time Extension: 
• Because of the delays experienced through the barriers 

listed above, additional time is needed for the program 
to be fully implemented and the success of the program 
realized. 

Alley Diversion Program: 
• Route maps were developed and a strategic plan was 

formulated to begin the implementation of this 
program. All remaining residential alley customers 
were converted to this program from May through 
September 2004. 

• Funds for containers were budgeted in the fiscal year 
2004. 

Barriers in C&D program: 
• Because the County was looking into the feasibility of 

implementing a C&D Ordinance, the City waited to see 
how the County's ordinance would affect them. This 
resulted in a time delay on the implementation of C&D 
Ordinance for the City. As it turns out, the County opted 
to ban C&D materials from the landfill. The City has 
decided to adopt a C&D Ordinance. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City needs time to pursue Council approval of this 

ordinance. 
• The City plans to adopt the ordinance on June 30, 2005, 

requiring all development permits that involve waste 
generation to implement a waste reduction and recycling 
plan. The City will be tracking waste diverted through 
this ordinance. 

• The City needs the additional time to educate the public, 
train staff and monitor the effectiveness of the new 
ordinance. 

C&D: 

• The City has drafted an Ordinance mandating the 
recycling of wastes from construction and demolition 
sites. The draft ordinance is currently under City 
review and will be re-drafted to reflect the participation 
of the Department of Development. 
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Plan of Correction Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2030-Commercial On-Site Pickup 
Existing Recycling program, with Proposed 
Expansion to the Multi-Unit/Commercial and 
Industrial sectors of the community.  Out of the 8,000 

This program is important since the City has a 45 
percent non-residential waste stream. By targeting 
the City's large non-residential waste stream, more 
materials will be diverted from the landfill. Much 
of the effort in the last time extension was spent in 
the planning and assessing phase. Now that the 
City has completed a multitude of assessments and 
established many new accounts, the second time 
extension will allow them to aggressively target 
the remaining 3,000 locations for potential 
diversion, and revisit locations that previously 
declined services in hopes of getting them to 
reconsider. Staff agrees that this is a good strategy 
and these efforts will most likely offer additional 
diversion opportunities for the City. 

3% 

commercial locations, staff has completed 5,000 
waste audits and has established recycling programs 
for over 1,000 businesses. Staff proposes to revisit 
and offer recycling services to locations that were 
declined by the customer. Staff will complete site 
visits to the remaining 3,000 locations which includes 
multi-unit, commercial and industrial locations and 
provide recycling and greenwaste opportunities that 
are tailored for each specific location. 

6020-Ordinances 
Construction and Demolition Ordinance: Continue 
to implement a Construction and Demolition (C&D) 
Program as identified in the first 1066 Plan of 
Correction: Adopt a City ordinance requiring a 
minimum-of 85 percent diversion, depending on the 

Construction and Demolition Ordinance: The 
City is already taking steps to implement this 
program. Planning and drafting of the ordinance 
was completed during the City's first time 
extension. The second time extension would allow 
adoption and implementation of this program to 
occur. Staff concurs with the City in that this 
program would effectively address C&D waste 
within the City and allow them additional 
diversion opportunities. 

Mandatory Commercial Recycling Ordinance: 
Because the Commercial Sector accounts for 
nearly half of the City's waste stream, staff fully 
supports the City's plan to implement a Mandatory 
Commercial Recycling Ordinance. 

3.5% 

2.0% 

type of construction and demolition project. Promote 
all C&D facilities within the community. Establish 
an aggressive marketing campaign to educate 
residents. 

Mandatory Commercial Recycling Ordinance: 
City of Fresno staff will develop and present an 
ordinance by December 31, 2005 August 31, 2005. 
A pilot program will be implemented by December 
31 2005 to City Council for approval, requiring all 
multi-family and commercial businesses to recycle. 

2000-Residential Curbside 
This program was implemented in the first 1066 
request, and has not yet realized its full diversion 
potential. This potential will be realized within the 
life of the second 1066 request. 

This program was implemented in September 
2004. The additional time will allow the City to 
realize full diversion potential of this program. 

4.7% 

3000- Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 
This program was implemented in the first 1066 
request, and has not yet realized its full diversion 
potential. This potential will be realized within the 
life of the second 1066 request. 

This program was implemented in June 2004. The 
additional time will allow the City to realize full 
diversion potential of this program. 

8.3% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 21.5% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 29.0 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50.5 % 
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Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 
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of the effort in the last time extension was spent in 
the planning and assessing phase. Now that the 
City has completed a multitude of assessments and 
established many new accounts, the second time 
extension will allow them to aggressively target 
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2000-Residential Curbside  
This program was implemented in the first 1066 
request, and has not yet realized its full diversion 
potential. This potential will be realized within the 
life of the second 1066 request.  
 
 

This program was implemented in September 
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This program was implemented in June 2004. The 
additional time will allow the City to realize full 
diversion potential of this program. 

8.3% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 21.5% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 29.0 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50.5 % 
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Support Programs 

Solid Waste Generation Study: Staff proposes to perform a 
Solid Waste Generation Study to update the studies 
completed in 1993 and 1995, in order to address the current 
status of diversion and disposal for 2005 as compared to the 
earlier data. The study will address quantities of waste 
disposed as a primary objective and will look at recycling at 
a program level. The study will also assist the City in 
establishing reporting requirements for diversion quantities, 
through a permit process from all recycling entities within 
the City sphere of influence. 

Although listed as a support program, this proposed study is 
essential in the City's efforts to understand the waste flows 
that are occurring within City limits. The City's plans are 
to assess their waste stream and target their efforts 
accordingly. The last studies were completed over ten years 
ago, and the City feels that their diversion efforts and their 
waste stream have changed significantly during this time. 
Staff agrees that this is a very important step to take in the 
process of targeting the City's waste stream. 

5010-Print 
Marketing of Programs: Development of an extensive 
media campaign to educate all residents regarding recycling 
and increase awareness of which materials are acceptable 
through the City's recycling and green waste programs and 
through other recycling programs. The City's current public 
information campaign includes brochures and direct mail. 
Numerous brochures and flyers have been updated and will 
be issued by City staff to promote various recycling 
programs. Items have been printed in English, Spanish, 
Cambodian, Hmong, Laotian and Vietnamese. The 
education program will be a focus during the extension 
period. 
1) Establish a Billboard Hall of Fame for Successful 
Recycling programs 
2) Coordinate Business Recycling Awards with State 
WRAP awards 
3) Establish Golden Trash Awards for all recycling 
participants. 

Also, the City will continue to provide commercial property 
locations with waste audits, brochures and proposals for 
recycling opportunities. Brochures will be developed to 
hand out to the public regarding Construction and Demoliton 
recycling opportunities. 

Staff agrees that an aggressive multi-lingual marketing 
campaign is key to the success of the diversion programs 
that the City is trying to implement. The City has an 
excellent marketing strategy that has assisted them well, 
particularly in the residential curbside program. This 
program enhances diversion potential significantly. 

Staff agrees with the City's plan to provide waste audits, 
brochures, and proposals for recycling opportunities to 
commercial properties locations. Construction is very heavy 
in the area, so the City's plan to target this waste stream 
will assist the City in their efforts to divert C&D waste. 
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5020-Education/Outreach 
The City will continue to educate the residents by 
participating and hosting several education booths at 
outreach events. Additionally the staff will work with 
business through workshops, educational materials and visits 
to educate them on the many recycling opportunities within 
the community. 

Education outreach is critical to the success of the City's 
programs. The City has one of the most aggressive 
outreach programs in the County. This program is a very 
strong one that will serve the City well in the 
implementation and expansion of programs listed in the 
City's Plan of Correction in their second time extension 
request. 

The City will provide residents with information on the 
efforts to reduce contamination of recycling materials from 
the curbside collection program. Our goal is to impact the 
amount of residual disposed of by our recycling contractor. 

City will continue to provide educational materials, 
collection and disposal of, and program containers for the 
used motor oil and oil filter curbside recycling programs. 

As part of the C&D Ordinance, City staff will include in the 
current Web pages, an extensive C&D educational website to 
assist contractors and developers in complying with the 
ordinance. Additionally, City will provide a packet at the 
building permit counter to all applicants, and assist its 
applicants through meetings, when requested, to understand 
and guide then on how and what is acceptable to recycle. 
5030-Schools (Education and Curriculum) 
City will continue to work with Fresno, Clovis and Central 
Unified School Districts to provide education presentations 
to all 100,000+ students within the community. 
Additionally, staff will continue to work with community 
based event coordinators to assist with the planning and 
coordination as well as staff outreach booths in order to 
provide informational material to the general public regardig 
the many established recycling opportunities within the 
community 

Staff has received copies of all education and outreach 
efforts, as well as a log of presentations that City staff has 
conducted during the course of the City's first time 
extension. Staff agrees that the County's plan to continue 
these efforts is an effective one. 

6010-Economic Incentives 
City continues to provide a 30 percent price reduction to 
provide recycling services to all commercial locations. 

Staff agrees that this incentive is an effective one, and will 
contribute to the City's efforts to sign on more account for 
recycling services. 

Waste Origin Dispute 
The County installed GIS (Global Information System) 
tracking at the County landfill, where much of the City's 
waste goes. The GIS and other additional tracking measures 
that the County has taken have had a significant impact on 
the proper tracking of jurisdictional waste. This program was 
implemented in the first 1066 request, and has not yet 
realized its full diversion potential. This potential will be 
realized within the life of the second 1066 request. 

This program was implemented in December 2002. The 
first full year that the County had collected data using this 
system was 2003. However, since 2003 was an atypical 
year for the City due to the waste generated from the 
Crippen tire fire; 2004 will be a better year for the City to 
evaluate the effectiveness of this program. Staff concur that 
City will potentially realize more accurate disposal 
numbers, resulting in a more accurate diversion calculation 
as a result of this program. 
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Staff agrees that this incentive is an effective one, and will 
contribute to the City’s efforts to sign on more account for 
recycling services. 

Waste Origin Dispute 
The County installed GIS (Global Information System) 
tracking at the County landfill, where much of the City’s 
waste goes. The GIS and other additional tracking measures 
that the County has taken have had a significant impact on 
the proper tracking of jurisdictional waste. This program was 
implemented in the first 1066 request, and has not yet 
realized its full diversion potential. This potential will be 
realized within the life of the second 1066 request.  
 

This program was implemented in December 2002. The 
first full year that the County had collected data using this 
system was 2003. However, since 2003 was an atypical 
year for the City due to the waste generated from the 
Crippen tire fire; 2004 will be a better year for the City to 
evaluate the effectiveness of this program. Staff concur that 
City will potentially realize more accurate disposal 
numbers, resulting in a more accurate diversion calculation 
as a result of this program. 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

(Revised 7/24/2002) 

To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office,  of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, ll, Ill-A, lV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

City of Fresno 

County 

Fresno 

Authorized Signature Title 

interim Director, Public Utilities Department 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

Patrick N. Wiemiller 

Date 

515/05 

Phone 

(559) 621-8600 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Sally Lopez 

Title 

Recycling Coordinator 

Phone 

(559)621-1882 

E-mail Address 

Sally. Lopc4 fresno. go v 

Fax 

(559)266-1009 

Mailing Address 

1325 E El Dorado 

City 

Fresno 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

93706 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

0 Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested months _18 

Is this a second request? ❑ No 11 Yes Specific years requested. throu s h 12/2005 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1) 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

See attached 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

See attached 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

See attached 

4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

See attached 
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Section MB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 1118-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary 

Residential % 55.0 % Non-residential % 45.0 °A 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

2030-RC-OSP Expand Existing Recycling program, with Proposed Expansion to 
the Multi-Unit/Commercial and Industrial sectors of the 
community: Out of the 8,000 commercial locations, staff 
has completed 5,000 waste audits and has established 
1,100 recycling programs. Staff proposes to revisit and 
offer recycling services to locations that were declined 
by the customer. Staff will complete site visits to the 
remaining 3,000 locations which includes multi-unit, 
commercial and industrial locations and provide 
recycling opportunities that are tailored for each specific 
location. Staff will work with Property Management 
Firms and Large Waste Generators - initiate site visits to 
all multi-unit, commercial and industrial locations and 
provide green waste recycling opportunities that are 
tailored for each specific location. 

Solid 
Waste 
Rates 

6/30/2005 3% 

6020-PI-ORD On-going C&D Ordinance: Continue to implement a Construction 
as identified in the first 
a City ordinance 

depending on the 
project. Promote all 
Establish an 

to educate residents. 
approximately 60% of the 

that the 
will allow for the 

upt to 85%/90%. 

Ordinance: 
and present an 
to City Council for 

and commercial 
will be 

Once the pilot 
this 

10.0% in new 

Solid 
Waste 
Rates 

6/30/05 

12/31/05 

3.5% 

2% 

and Demolition (C&D) Program 
1066 Plan of Correction. Adopt 
requiring a minimum of 85% diversion, 
type of construction and demolition 
C&D facilities within the community. 
aggressive marketing campaign 
Private entities currently divert 
City's C&D material. Staff anticipates 
implementation of a city-wide ordinance 
diversion of this material to increase 

Mandatory Commercial Recycling 
City of Fresno staff will develop 
ordinance by December 31, 2005 
approval, requiring all multi-family 
businesses to recycle. The ordinance 
implemented in a phased approach. 
has been expanded to full implementation, 
activity will generate approximately 
diversion. 
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Mandatory Commercial Recycling Ordinance: City of Fresno Staff will develop and present an ordinance by December 31, 2005 to City Council for approval, requiring all multi-family and commercial businesses to recycle.  the ordinance will be implemented in a phased approach. Diversion expected from the pilot is 2% and once the pilot has been expanded to full implementation,  this activity will generate approximately 10% in new diversion
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First 1066 Request- 
(percentages shown for 
the three remaining 
programs are the 
remaining percentages 
left to be realized from 
the full impact of these 
programs. Full diversion 
potential was not 
realized in the last time 
extension due to delayed 
implementation) 

Resdntial 
Curbside 

For the programs listed under "First 1066 Request", 
these programs will see their full diversion potential 
within the life of the second 1066 request. In the column 
to the right. 

Solid 
Waste 
Rates 

Completed 
9/2004 

4.7% 

2000-RC-CRB Resident 
Curbside 
Green 
Waste 
Collection 

Diversion potential is listed for each program. This 
potential diversion can be added to the new and 
expanded program diversion listed in the second 1066 
request. 

Solid 
Waste 
Rates 

Completed 
6/2004 

8.3% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 21.5 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 29.0% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50.5 % 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

Waste Origin Dispute City staff will work with County staff to identify # of tons Completed 
12/31/05 

5010-ED-PRN On-going Marketing of Programs: Development of an extensive media 
campaign to educate all residents regarding recycling and 
increase awareness of which materials are acceptable through the 
City's recycling and green waste programs and through other 
recycling programs. 
The city's current public information campaign includes brochures 
and direct mail. Numerous brochures and flyers have been 
updated and will be issued by City staff to promote various 
recycling programs. Items have been printed in English, Spanish, 
Cambodian, Hmong, Laotian and Vietnamese. The education 
program will be a focus during the extension period. 
1) Establish a Billboard Hall of Fame for Successful Recycling 
programs 
2) Coordinate Business Recycling Awards with State WRAP 
awards 
3) Establish Golden Trash Awards for all recycling participants. 

Continuous 

Waste Generation Study NEW Solid Waste Generation Study: Staff proposes to perform a Solid 
Waste Generation Study to update the studies completed in 1993 
and 1995, in order to address the current status of diversion and 
disposal for 2005 as compared to the earlier data. The study will 
address: (1) quantities of waste disposed, (2) origin of waste, (3) 
type of waste, (4) determine a more accurate allocation of base-
year tonnages and revise base-year predicated on study results. 
The study will assist staff to review and update recycling activities 
at a program level. The study will also assist the City in 
establishing reporting requirements for diversion quantities, though 
a permit process from all recycling entities within the City sphere of 
influence. 

12/31/05 
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5010-ED-PRN&5030-ED-SCh Expanded The City will continue to provide commercial property locations 
with waste audits, brochures and proposals for recycling 
opportunities. Brochures will be developed to hand out to the 
public regarding Construction and Demoliton recycling 
opportunities. 

City will continue to work with Fresno, Clovis and Central Unified 
School Districts to provide education presentations to all 100,000+ 
students within the community. Additionally, staff will continue to 
work with community based event coordinators to assist with the 
planning and coordination as well as staff outreach booths in order 
to provide informational material to the general public regardig the 
many established recycling opportunities within the community. 

Continuous 

Continuous 

5020ED OUT Expanded The City will continue to educate the residents by participating and 
hosting several education booths at outreach events. Additionally 
the staff will work with business through workshops, educational 
materials and visits to educate them on the many recycling 
opportunities within the community. 

The City will provide residents with information on the efforts to 
reduce contamination of recycling materials from the curbside 
collection program. Our goal is to impact the amount of residual 
disposed of by our recycling contractor. 

City will continue to provide educational materials, collection and 
disposal of and program containers for the used motor oil and oil 
filter curbside recycling programs. 

As part of the C&D Ordinance, city staff will include in the current 
Web pages, an extensive C&D educational website to assist 
contractors and developers in complying with the ordinance. 
Additionally, City will provide a packet at the building permit 
counter to all applicants, and assist its applicants through 
meetings, when requested, to understand and guide then on how 
and what is acceptable to recycle. 

Continuous 

Continuous 

Continuous  

Continuous 

6010-PI-PLB Expanded City continues to provide a 30% price reduction to provide 
recycling services to all commercial locations. 

Continuous 
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11-1"11 "-ZTP4711*410 REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL 

November 9, 2004 

FROM: MARTIN R. MCINTYRE, Director of Public 

SUBJECT: APPROVE THE PREPARATION AND SUBMITTAL 
EXTENSION, AS PROVIDED FOR UNDER 
THE CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE 
THE CITY OF FRESNO THE REMAINING 
REQUIRED 50 PERCENT SOLID WASTE 
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

Staff recommends Council approve the attached Second 
with the AB939/SB1066 Time Extension request for the 
December 31, 2005. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
• Assembly Bill 939 (AB939), the California Integrated 

cities and counties to prepare various solid waste planning 
programs to reduce waste going to landfills by 50% 

• SB1066 allows jurisdictions time extensions of up to 
31, 2005 to comply with AB939 50% landfill diversion 

• The second correction plan demonstrates meeting 
extension expires on December 31, 2005. 

• Failure to adopt and implement the Correction Plan 
which may incur fines of up to $10,000 per day. 

BACKGROUND 
Acknowledging that many cities would be unable to comply 

Senate Bill (SB1066), which allows time extensions of 

The City's first correction plan expired on June 30, 2004. 
completing and implementing five out of the nine elements 
four elements, the City has completed over 50% and staff 
associated with its first Plan of Correction. The three-cart 
and other program enhancements have increased the 

t\°t1\11-jb‘  I I  tivi INU. 

COUNCIL MEETING 
APPROVED BY 

DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR 

CITY MANAER 

Utilities 

OF A SECOND TIME 
SENATE BILL 1066, REQUESTING 

MANAGEMENT BOARD TO ALLOW 
EIGHTEEN MONTHS TO ACHIEVE THE 
DIVERSION REQUIREMENT OF THE 

ACT 

Correction Plan which will be submitted 
extension from July 1, 2004 through 

Waste Management Act of 1989, required 
documents and implement 

by the year 2000. 
five years from January 2001 to December 
requirements. 

the required 50% before the time 

will expose the City to a Compliance Order 

timely, the legislature adopted 
up to five years from January 2001. 

The City was successful in 
of the plan. Of the remaining 

continues to implement tasks 
source separation program 

diversion credit for the City to 
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REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL 
November 9, 2004 
Page 2 

approximately 31%; however, it still falls short of the 50% goal. The City will be requesting 
a second time extension to meet the 50% diversion requirement. 

The new plan identifies: 
• source reduction, recycling, and composting programs the City will implement 

(existing programs it will modify and/or new programs it will implement); 
• the date when 50% will be achieved; 
• funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs. 

Based on previous waste characterization studies, it is anticipated that aggressive 
implementation of the Correction Plan will enable the City of Fresno to reach the 50% 
requirement by December 2005. 

Source Reduction Recycling Element 
The City's plan for complying with AB939 was originally submitted in the Source Reduction 
and Recycling Element (SRRE). The SRRE was adopted by the City Council, the County 
Board of Supervisors and the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) in 
April 1993. In the SRRE, the City committed to implement specified diversion programs to 
comply with AB939. 

Based on direction from the Integrated Waste Management Board the City, County and the 
fourteen other jurisdictions will meet in the next few months to review, revise and update the 
SRRE. Recommendations will be presented to both the City Council and the Board of 
Supervisors in the coming months. 

Senate Bill 1066 
SB1066, enacted in 1997, requires cities, counties and other jurisdictions to report their 
progress in meeting the 50% requirement and provides the opportunity to request a Time 
Extension (TE). The TE allows communities two time extensions, totaling five years. The 
program(s) adopted by Council and approved by the CIWMB will be used for program 
enhancement, development, implementation and expansion. 

The City of Fresno submitted its Annual Report for the year 2002, and the diversion rate 
reported to the CIWMB is 29%. However, staff anticipates that the implementation of the 
first corrective plan and the implementation of the second corrective plan and other 
enhancements to the program will increase the current diversion rate to approximately 50%. 

Waste Stream 
In the Waste Generation Study, prepared by engineering consultants, Brown, Vence & 
Associates, it was identified that the City of Fresno collects the majority of residential and 
commercial waste in the City. Several private hauling companies collect commercial waste, 
and some individuals haul their own residential waste to the landfill. Therefore, the City of 
Fresno has control of only 70% of the total waste stream. However, the AB939 regulation 
makes no allowances or adjustments for the fact that the City does not control all waste 
generated within its city limits, and holds the City accountable for the diversion of all waste, 
including the 30% controlled by private haulers. 
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November 9, 2004 
Page 3 

Upcoming Challenges 

• Commercial Privatization. The City is in the process of issuing an RFP for the 
privatization and franchising of the commercial sector of the business. 

• Currently, the City controls only an estimated 70% of its waste stream with 
private independent haulers collecting the rest. The City has historically had 
difficulty identifying what these tons are and how best to manage them. 

• There has been considerable community resistance to recycling and that 
overcoming this resistance has taken time and education. 

• Additional time is needed for the programs to be fully implemented and the 
success of the programs realized. 

2nd  SB1066 Time Extension Correction Plan 

• Commercial Recycling Sales Program 
The City will continue providing waste audits to commercial businesses and 
multi-family units presenting recycling proposals. 

• Marketing of Programs 
The City will develop a media campaign to promote recycling in the business 
community and continue our school and public education programs. 

• Construction & Demolition Recycling Program 
The City will adopt an ordinance requiring a minimum 85% diversion from 
construction and demolition sites. 

• Solid Waste Generation Study 
The City will perform a study to determine waste composition and identify waste 
streams for diversion tracking. 

The fact that the City does not control an estimated 30% of the waste stream (or an 
estimated 62% if the commercial sector becomes franchised) was taken into account in the 
development of the Correction Plan. To ensure that recyclable material is captured from 
this waste stream, the Correction Plan has incorporated some programs to address a 
portion of the waste stream attributed to, but not controlled by, the City. 

FISCAL IMPACT OF RECOMMENDATIONS 
Failure to approve a Correction Plan and submit an AB939 Time Extension Request may 
result in fines of $10,000 a day. 
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Attachment: Exhibit A — 2nd  SB1066 Correction Plan 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Fresno February 9,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1980 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1980 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2050-RC-SCH N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
School Recycling Programs 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Fresno February 9,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1980 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1980 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2050-RC-SCH N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Fresno February 9,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2060-RC-GOV N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N N 1998 PF PF PF Al AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1996 NI 4 SI D 99 DE DE SI SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3030-CM-CSG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3040-CM-FWC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Food Waste Composting 

4000-SP-ASH Y Y 1988 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ash 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1940 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Fresno February 9,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2060-RC-GOV N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N N 1998 PF PF PF AI AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1996 NI 4 SI D 99 DE DE SI SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3030-CM-CSG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3040-CM-FWC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Food Waste Composting 

 4000-SP-ASH Y Y 1988 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ash 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1940 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Fresno February 9,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4050-SP-WDW N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1980 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1970 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1978 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

Status Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 

Reason Code 
1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 

AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 

2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 

M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Fresno February 9,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4050-SP-WDW N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1980 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1970 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1978 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6000-PI-PLB N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Fresno February 9,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 2000 PF PF PF PF PF Al AO AO 
MRF 

7020-F R-TST N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

8010-TR-BIO N Y 2000 D 99 DE 99 DE DE DE SI SO SO 
Biomass 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9020-HH-CSC N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Curbside Collection 

9040-HH-EDP N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Fresno February 9,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 7000-FR-MRF N Y 2000 PF PF PF PF PF AI AO AO 
 MRF 

 7020-FR-TST N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 8010-TR-BIO N Y 2000 D 99 DE 99 DE DE DE SI SO SO 
 Biomass 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9020-HH-CSC N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Curbside Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-161 

Consideration Of A Revised Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The City Of 
Fresno, Fresno County 

WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 
41785 for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or 
Alternative Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board approved the City of Fresno's (City's) first SB1066 Time Extension 
Application on August 20-21, 2002; and 

WHEREAS, the City believes that it needs an additional time extension to fully implement 
those programs described in its second SB1066 Time Extension request in order to meet the 
diversion requirements of PRC 41780; and 

WHEREAS, based on discussions and testimony at the May 2, 2005, Sustainability and Market 
Development Committee Meeting and the May 11, 2005 Board Meeting, the Board determined 
that the City should submit a revised Plan of Correction reflecting discussion at the May 
meetings for presentation at the June 2005 Board meetings. 

WHEREAS, the City has submitted a revised application that contains the necessary information 
and documentation required in a completed SB1066 Time Extension application; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of Fresno's 
revised SB 1066 Time Extension application for a second extension through December, 31, 
2005, to implement its SRRE and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-161 

Consideration Of A Revised Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The City Of 
Fresno, Fresno County 
 
WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 
41785 for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or 
Alternative Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board approved the City of Fresno’s (City’s) first SB1066 Time Extension 
Application on August 20-21, 2002; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City believes that it needs an additional time extension to fully implement 
those programs described in its second SB1066 Time Extension request in order to meet the 
diversion requirements of PRC 41780; and 
 
WHEREAS, based on discussions and testimony at the May 2, 2005, Sustainability and Market 
Development Committee Meeting and the May 11, 2005 Board Meeting, the Board determined 
that the City should submit a revised Plan of Correction reflecting discussion at the May 
meetings for presentation at the June 2005 Board meetings. 
 
WHEREAS, the City has submitted a revised application that contains the necessary information 
and documentation required in a completed SB1066 Time Extension application; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of Fresno’s 
revised SB 1066 Time Extension application for a second extension through December, 31, 
2005, to implement its SRRE and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 14 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Amended Nondisposal Facility Element For The Unincorporated Area Of 
Santa Cruz County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The unincorporated area of Santa Cruz County (County) has amended its NDFE by 
identifying and describing multiple non-disposal facilities at the Buena Vista Landfill 
(i.e., a construction and demolition line, and chipping and grinding and compost research 
operations), and a chipping and grinding operation at the Ben Lomond Transfer Station. 
The Permits and Enforcement Division may be presenting permit-related agenda items 
for one or more of these operations in the future. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board previously approved the County's NDFE on January 11, 1995. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may: 
1. Approve the County's amended NDFE. 
2. Disapprove the County's amended NDFE. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff recommends the Board adopt option 1: approve the County's amended NDFE. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

The County has amended its NDFE to reflect these non-disposal operations at the 
Buena Vista Landfill and at the Ben Lomond Transfer Station. The operations are 
identified in the amended NDFE as noted below. 
A. Facility type/location: The construction and demolition line, chipping and 
grinding operation and compost research operation are located at the existing Buena 
Vista landfill which lies at the southern end of Santa Cruz County. The landfill 
accepts and separates C&D waste in a sort line, operates a chipping and grinding area 
where green/wood waste is accepted from Santa Cruz County, and conducts compost 
research for in-bag composting of separated food waste. 
Facility capacity: The facility capacity is 50 tons per day (tpd) of C&D waste, 100 
tpd of green/wood waste, and 10 tons per day of compost. This equates to a maximum 
of 150 tpd for C&D and green/wood waste, and 10 tpd of compost. 
Anticipated diversion rate: The facility expects to have a diversion rate of 
approximately 50 percent for C&D waste, and 99 percent for green/wood waste and 
compost. 
Participating jurisdictions: The facility serves the unincorporated area of Santa Cruz 
County. 
B. Facility type/location: The Ben Lomond Transfer Station islocated at the 
northern end of the unincorporated portion of Santa Cruz County. The facility 
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California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

June 14-15, 2005 
AGENDA ITEM 14 

ITEM 
Consideration Of The Amended Nondisposal Facility Element For The Unincorporated Area Of 
Santa Cruz County 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The unincorporated area of Santa Cruz County (County) has amended its NDFE by 
identifying and describing multiple non-disposal facilities at the Buena Vista Landfill 
(i.e., a construction and demolition line, and chipping and grinding and compost research 
operations), and a chipping and grinding operation at the Ben Lomond Transfer Station.  
The Permits and Enforcement Division may be presenting permit-related agenda items 
for one or more of these operations in the future. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board previously approved the County's NDFE on January 11, 1995. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may: 
1. Approve the County’s amended NDFE. 
2. Disapprove the County’s amended NDFE. 
 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff recommends the Board adopt option 1: approve the County’s amended NDFE. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background    

The County has amended its NDFE to reflect these non-disposal operations at the 
Buena Vista Landfill and at the Ben Lomond Transfer Station.  The operations are 
identified in the amended NDFE as noted below.  
A.  Facility type/location:   The construction and demolition line, chipping and 
grinding operation and compost research operation are located at the existing Buena 
Vista landfill which lies at the southern end of Santa Cruz County.  The landfill 
accepts and separates C&D waste in a sort line, operates a chipping and grinding area 
where green/wood waste is accepted from Santa Cruz County, and conducts compost 
research for in-bag composting of separated food waste.   
Facility capacity:  The facility capacity is 50 tons per day (tpd) of C&D waste, 100 
tpd of green/wood waste, and 10 tons per day of compost. This equates to a maximum 
of 150 tpd for C&D and green/wood waste, and 10 tpd of compost.   
Anticipated diversion rate:  The facility expects to have a diversion rate of 
approximately 50 percent for C&D waste, and 99 percent for green/wood waste and 
compost. 
Participating jurisdictions:  The facility serves the unincorporated area of Santa Cruz 
County. 
B.  Facility type/location:   The Ben Lomond Transfer Station islocated at the 
northern end of the unincorporated portion of Santa Cruz County. The facility 
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2. 

operates a green/wood 
accepts green and 
Facility capacity: 

waste 
wood waste 
The contractor 
at the facility. 

rate: 

chipping and grinding operation 
from Santa Cruz County. 

plans to accept a maximum 

The facility expects to have a diversion 

The facility serves the Unincorporated 

addressed all requirements for 
noted below: 

at the facility, which 

of 40 tons per day of 

rate of approximately 

County of Santa 

amending a NDFE by 

amended NDFE. 
permitting process of 

items presented to the 

as a result of this item. 

future conformance 
as the facilities will then 

41800 that describes 
including the NDFE. 

Cruz. 

the 

green/wood waste 
Anticipated diversion 
99 percent. 
Participating jurisdictions: 

Findings 
adequately 

B.  

C.  

D.  

E.  

F.  

G.  

The County has 
submitting the information 

Santa Cruz County yes no 
Local Task Force comments X 
3-day public notice X 
Resolution adopting amendment X 
Amendment includes required 
type 

information for facility X 

Environmental Issues 
Staff is not aware of any environmental issues related to the 
Specific environmental issues would be addressed during the 
the facilities, and thus would be discussed in any associated 
Board from the Permits Division. 

Program/Long Term Impacts 
Staff does not anticipate any program or long term impacts 

Stakeholder Impacts 
Approving the County's amended NDFE will facilitate any 
findings made by the Board as part of the permitting process, 
be identified in the NDFE, as required. 

Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

Legal Issues 
This item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
Board's approval process of a jurisdiction's planning elements, 

Environmental Justice 
2000 Census Data — Demographics for County of Santa Cruz 

% White % Hispanic % Black % Native 
American 

% Asian % Pacific 
Islander 

% Other 

65.5 26.8 0.8 0.5 3.3 0.1 0.3 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for County of Santa Cruz 
Median annual income * Mean (average) income* % Individuals below poverty level 

53,998 72,455 11.9 
*Per Household 
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operates a green/wood waste chipping and grinding operation at the facility, which 
accepts green and wood waste from Santa Cruz County.   
Facility capacity:  The contractor plans to accept a maximum of 40 tons per day of 
green/wood waste at the facility. 
Anticipated diversion rate:  The facility expects to have a diversion rate of approximately 
99 percent. 
Participating jurisdictions:  The facility serves the Unincorporated County of Santa Cruz. 

 
2.  Findings

The County has adequately addressed all requirements for amending a NDFE by 
submitting the information noted below: 
 

Santa Cruz County yes no 
Local Task Force comments X  
3-day public notice  X  
Resolution adopting amendment  X  
Amendment includes required information for facility 
type 

X  

 
B. Environmental Issues 

Staff is not aware of any environmental issues related to the amended NDFE.  
Specific environmental issues would be addressed during the permitting process of 
the facilities, and thus would be discussed in any associated items presented to the 
Board from the Permits Division. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Staff does not anticipate any program or long term impacts as a result of this item. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Approving the County’s amended NDFE will facilitate any future conformance 
findings made by the Board as part of the permitting process, as the facilities will then 
be identified in the NDFE, as required. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 
 

F. Legal Issues 
This item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 41800 that describes the 
Board’s approval process of a jurisdiction’s planning elements, including the NDFE.   
 

G. Environmental Justice 
2000 Census Data – Demographics for County of Santa Cruz 

% White % Hispanic % Black % Native 
American 

% Asian % Pacific 
Islander 

% Other 

65.5 26.8 0.8 0.5 3.3 0.1 0.3 
 
2000 Census Data – Economic Data for County of Santa Cruz 

Median annual income * Mean (average) income* % Individuals below poverty level 
53,998 72,455 11.9 

*Per Household 
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• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the County representative, there are 
no environmental justice issues in this community related to this item. 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. Two major groups in the County 
provide outreach to all residents: Ecology Action and the Community Action 
Board. Ecology Action conducts free workshops on backyard composting to train 
master composters throughout the County. They also conduct waste audits and 
assist businesses with materials exchange programs. The Community Action 
Board conducts informational recycling presentations, provides community 
education to promote recycling in Spanish speaking areas, and evaluates waste 
related issues and formulates proposals for waste diversion. All the cities in the 
County work with the County, the Community Action Board and Ecology Action 
to provide outreach programs. 

• Project Benefits. 
Updating the County's NDFE to include descriptions of new or modified 
nondisposal facilities will allow County residents, and the County, to have a more 
complete picture of the nondisposal facilities the County will be using to achieve 
and maintain its diversion requirements. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions' 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by approving the County's locally 
adopted amended NDFE. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Resolution Number 2005-134 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff: Terri J. Edwards Phone: (916) 341-6733 
B.  Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A.  Support 

County of Santa Cruz 
B.  Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the County representative, there are 
no environmental justice issues in this community related to this item. 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  Two major groups in the County 
provide outreach to all residents: Ecology Action and the Community Action 
Board. Ecology Action conducts free workshops on backyard composting to train 
master composters throughout the County. They also conduct waste audits and 
assist businesses with materials exchange programs.  The Community Action 
Board conducts informational recycling presentations, provides community 
education to promote recycling in Spanish speaking areas, and evaluates waste 
related issues and formulates proposals for waste diversion. All the cities in the 
County work with the County, the Community Action Board and Ecology Action 
to provide outreach programs.  

• Project Benefits.   
Updating the County’s NDFE to include descriptions of new or modified 
nondisposal facilities will allow County residents, and the County, to have a more 
complete picture of the nondisposal facilities the County will be using to achieve 
and maintain its diversion requirements. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by approving the County’s locally 
adopted amended NDFE. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Resolution Number 2005-134 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Terri J. Edwards Phone:  (916) 341-6733 
B. Legal Staff:  Elliot Block Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C. Administration Staff:  N/A Phone:  N/A 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

County of Santa Cruz 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-134 

Consideration Of The Amended Nondisposal Facility Element For The Unincorporated Area Of 
Santa Cruz County 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq., describe the requirements 
to be met by Cities and Counties when developing and implementing integrated waste 
management plans; and 

WHEREAS, PRC Sections 41730 et seq. require that each City and County prepare and adopt a 
Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which includes a description of existing and new solid 
waste facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities, which will be needed to 
implement a jurisdiction's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet 
the requirements of PRC Section 41780; and 

WHEREAS, the unincorporated area of Santa Cruz County (County) has amended its Board-
approved NDFE to reflect the addition of the described facilities and has submitted the amended 
NDFE to the Board; and 

WHEREAS, based on review of the amended NDFE, Board staff found that all of the 
foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the amended NDFE substantially complies 
with PRC Sections 41730, et seq., and recommends approval; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the amended 
Nondisposal Facility Element for the County of Santa Cruz. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-134 

Consideration Of The Amended Nondisposal Facility Element For The Unincorporated Area Of 
Santa Cruz County 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq., describe the requirements 
to be met by Cities and Counties when developing and implementing integrated waste 
management plans; and 
 
WHEREAS, PRC Sections 41730 et seq. require that each City and County prepare and adopt a 
Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which includes a description of existing and new solid 
waste facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities, which will be needed to 
implement a jurisdiction's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet 
the requirements of PRC Section 41780; and 
 
WHEREAS, the unincorporated area of Santa Cruz County (County) has amended its Board-
approved NDFE to reflect the addition of the described facilities and has submitted the amended 
NDFE to the Board; and 
 
WHEREAS, based on review of the amended NDFE, Board staff found that all of the 
foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the amended NDFE substantially complies 
with PRC Sections 41730, et seq., and recommends approval; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED  that the Board hereby approves the amended 
Nondisposal Facility Element for the County of Santa Cruz. 

 
CERTIFICATION 

 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 15 
ITEM 
Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The Following Jurisdictions: 
City Of Glendora, City Of Lawndale, City Of Palmdale, City Of San Gabriel, City Of San Marino, 
And City Of Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County. 

I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The jurisdictions listed in this item have submitted a second Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time 
Extension application to the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board). 
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 
extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; 
no extensions may be effective beyond January 1, 2006. 

These jurisdictions' first SB1066 Time Extensions have ended, and despite their efforts 
to meet the timelines in their respective first Plan of Correction, they will need additional 
time to implement programs proposed in their first SB1066 Time Extension request, 
and/or additional programs. Staff's analysis of these second SB1066 Time Extension 
requests is that they are reasonable given the barriers the jurisdictions have faced, as 
explained in the respective attachment matrix for each jurisdiction (Attachments 1-6). 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved these jurisdictions' first SB1066 Time Extension requests at various 
Board meetings. 

III.  OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the jurisdictions' applications as submitted for a second 

extension to the 50 percent diversion requirement on the basis of their good faith 
efforts to-date to implement their first Plan of Correction and plans for future 
implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the jurisdictions' applications as may be modified by the 
jurisdictions at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the jurisdictions' applications as submitted but also make 
recommendations for one or more jurisdictions to implement alternative programs 
that it believes should be added to the new Plan of Correction for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes one or more jurisdictions should add for their new Plan of 
Correction to be successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow 
the jurisdiction(s) time to revise its/their application. 

5. The Board may disapprove one or more jurisdiction's application and allow the 
jurisdiction(s) to revise and resubmit the application based on the Board's specified 
reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove one or more jurisdiction's application and direct staff to 
commence the process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified 
reasons for disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The Following Jurisdictions: 
City Of Glendora, City Of Lawndale, City Of Palmdale, City Of San Gabriel, City Of San Marino, 
And City Of Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County. 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The jurisdictions listed in this item have submitted a second Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time 
Extension application to the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board).  
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 
extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; 
no extensions may be effective beyond January 1, 2006.  
 
These jurisdictions’ first SB1066 Time Extensions have ended, and despite their efforts 
to meet the timelines in their respective first Plan of Correction, they will need additional 
time to implement programs proposed in their first SB1066 Time Extension request, 
and/or additional programs.  Staff’s analysis of these second SB1066 Time Extension 
requests is that they are reasonable given the barriers the jurisdictions have faced, as 
explained in the respective attachment matrix for each jurisdiction (Attachments 1-6). 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved these jurisdictions’ first SB1066 Time Extension requests at various 
Board meetings.  
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the jurisdictions’ applications as submitted for a second 

extension to the 50 percent diversion requirement on the basis of their good faith 
efforts to-date to implement their first Plan of Correction and plans for future 
implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the jurisdictions’ applications as may be modified by the 
jurisdictions at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the jurisdictions’ applications as submitted but also make 
recommendations for one or more jurisdictions to implement alternative programs 
that it believes should be added to the new Plan of Correction for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes one or more jurisdictions should add for their new Plan of 
Correction to be successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow 
the jurisdiction(s) time to revise its/their application.   

5. The Board may disapprove one or more jurisdiction’s application and allow the 
jurisdiction(s) to revise and resubmit the application based on the Board’s specified 
reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove one or more jurisdiction’s application and direct staff to 
commence the process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified 
reasons for disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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IV. STAFF 
Staff 
time 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. 
1. 

the 

no 

PRC 
"(1) 

(2)  

(3)  

The 

The 

2. 

recommends 
RECOMMENDATION 

the Board adopt 
as submitted 

Plan of Correction 

Findings 

Code (PRC) Section 
of PRC 

the 50 percent 
be effective beyond 

further provides 
a request 

for the implementation 
section shall preclude 

in this item 
more time 

additional programs, 
the barriers encountered 

certain programs, 
fully implement 

Time Extension 
includes a discussion 

programs 

analysis 

for the disapproval." 
a request 

option No. 1: approve each jurisdiction's second SB1066 
on the basis of their good faith efforts to-date to 

and their plans for future program implementation. 

41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 

diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820). 

that: 
for an extension, the board may make specific 

of alternative programs. 
the board from disapproving any request for an 

for an extension, the board shall specify its 

have submitted a second SB1066 Time Extension 
to either: 

during the first TE that kept them from 
or 

programs in their first Plan of Correction. 

applications address all of the requirements of a SB 1066 
as to why the jurisdiction needs additional time to 

listed in their second Plan of Correction. 

information below. 

implement 
extension request 

their first 

Key Issues and 
Background 

Public 

extensions 

recommendations 

extension. 

reasons 

application 

application 
implement 

Resources 
diversion requirement 

to meeting 
extensions may 

Section 41820(b) 
When considering 

Nothing in this 

If the board disapproves 

jurisdictions listed 
requesting 

• implement 
• overcome 

implementing 
• expand or 

second SB1066 
and each 
the diversion 

Basis for staffs 

Existing 

Staff's analysis is based upon the 

Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Preliminary Diversion Rates* 
(Percent) 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Report Year Waste Stream Data 

Jurisdiction Base 
Year 

2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per person 
per day (ppd) 

Population 
(2002) 

Non-Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage (%) 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage (%) 

Glendora 1990 22 52 45 51 9.29 50,800 49 51 
Lawndale 1990 32 31 31 37 6.12 32,800 30 70 
Palmdale 1990 42 47 48 42 10.38 123,600 67 33 
San Gabriel 1998 35 36 41 41 8.73 40,900 68 32 
San Marino 1995 29 38 32 30 12.66 13,250 36 64 
Santa Clarita 2000 42 39 43 40 10.72 158,200 71 29 

* These are preliminary diversion rates. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve each jurisdiction’s second SB1066 
time extension request as submitted on the basis of their good faith efforts to-date to 
implement their first Plan of Correction and their plans for future program implementation. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 
extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; 
no extensions may be effective beyond January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   

 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 
“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request for an 
extension. 
(3)  If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify its 
reasons for the disapproval.” 
 
The jurisdictions listed in this item have submitted a second SB1066 Time Extension 
application requesting more time to either: 

• implement additional programs, 
• overcome the barriers encountered during the first TE that kept them from 

implementing certain programs, or 
• expand or fully implement programs in their first Plan of Correction.   

 
The second SB1066 Time Extension applications address all of the requirements of a SB 1066 
application and each includes a discussion as to why the jurisdiction needs additional time to 
implement the diversion programs listed in their second Plan of Correction. 

 
2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   
    Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
 
Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

 
Key Jurisdiction Conditions  Preliminary Diversion Rates* 

 (Percent)  Report Year Waste Stream Data 
Jurisdiction Base 

Year 
2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 

generated per person 
per day  (ppd) 

Population 
(2002) 

Non-Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage (%) 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage (%) 

Glendora 1990 22 52 45 51 9.29 50,800 49 51 
Lawndale 1990 32 31 31 37 6.12 32,800 30 70 
Palmdale 1990 42 47 48 42 10.38 123,600 67 33 
San Gabriel 1998 35 36 41 41 8.73 40,900 68 32 
San Marino 1995 29 38 32 30 12.66 13,250 36 64 
Santa Clarita 2000 42 39 43 40 10.72 158,200 71 29 

* These are preliminary diversion rates.  
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Jurisdiction Program Review 
Site Visit by Board 
Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed % 
Diversion 
Increase 

Extension End 
Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? 
(yes/no) 

Glendora 2002 Final Report w/Annual 
Report 

5% December 31,2005 Yes 

Lawndale 2004 Final Report w/Annual 
Report 

15% December 31,2005 Yes 

Palmdale 2001 Final Report w/Annual 
Report 

11% December 31,2005 Yes 

San Gabriel 2001 Final Report w/Annual 
Report 

9.5% December 31,2005 Yes 

San Marino 2002 Final Report w/Annual 
Report 

20% December 31,2005 Yes 

Santa Clarita 2002 Final Report w/Annual 
Report 

10% December 31,2005 Yes 

Staff Analysis of Second SB 1066 Applications: 

the 50% diversion requirement 
explanation as to why 
requirement; 

to expand or newly implement 
the SB1066 Time Extension 

for the first extension; 
or newly proposed are 

Time Extension period, and 

a Plan of Correction that: 
expires; 

programs the City will 
it will implement; 

programs. 

above requirements. Board staff 
program implementation, 

on Board staff s 
that contributed to their 

proposed new Plans of 
and staff's analyses are 

1-6) for each jurisdiction. 

provide technical assistance to a 
requirements, such as identifying 

of similar size, geography, 
-approved time extension is required 
Plan of Correction in each annual 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. Staff 

a final report at the end of their 

Attachments 1 through 
• The barriers faced 

within the first 
additional time 

• Staffs analysis 
• Diversion programs 

in the second 
application), and 

• Staffs analysis 
appropriate, given 
the jurisdiction's 

Plan of Correction: 

6 provide an overview of the following: 
by each jurisdiction to meeting 

time extension, and the jurisdiction's 
is necessary for meeting the diversion 
of the reasonableness of the request; 

the jurisdictions are proposing 
Plan of Correction (Section W-A of 

their relationship to programs proposed 
of whether the programs to be expanded 

the barriers confronted in the first 
waste stream. 

time extension request must include 
50 percent before the time extension 

reduction, recycling, and composting 
it will modify and/or new programs 

when 50 percent will be achieved; 
necessary for new and/or expanded 

Plan of Correction meets the 
assessment of each jurisdiction's current 

a program review site visit. Based 
circumstances in the jurisdictions 

Board staff believes the jurisdictions' 
The jurisdictions' requests 

attachment matrix (Attachments 

41820(d) directs Board staff to 
assistance in meeting the diversion 

implemented by other jurisdictions 
Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board

of its progress in complying with its 
to the end of the time extension [per 
jurisdictions also be required to submit 

Report. 

programs 

of the relevant 

a.  
b.  

c.  
d.  

Each 
has 

need 

model 
and 

report 

A jurisdiction's 

implement/existing 

including, 
understanding 

Correction 
explained 

In addition, 
jurisdiction 

to include 

recommends 

SB1066 
demonstrates meeting 
includes source 

identifies the date 
identifies funding 

jurisdiction's second 
also conducted an 

in most cases, 

for a second extension, 
to be reasonable. 

in the respective 

PRC Section 
that requests 

policies and programs 
demographic mix. 

a summary 
that is due prior 

that these 
extension with their Annual 

Page 15-3 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-15 
June 14-15, 2005  
 

Page 15-3 

Jurisdiction     Program Review 
Site Visit by Board 
Staff 

 Reporting Frequency Proposed % 
Diversion 
Increase 

Extension End 
Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? 
(yes/no) 

Glendora 2002 Final Report w/Annual 
Report 

5% December 31,2005 Yes 

Lawndale 2004 Final Report w/Annual 
Report 

15% December 31,2005 Yes 

Palmdale 2001 Final Report w/Annual 
Report 

11% December 31,2005 Yes 

San Gabriel 
 

2001 Final Report w/Annual 
Report 

9.5% December 31,2005 Yes 

San Marino 
 

2002 Final Report w/Annual 
Report 

20% December 31,2005 Yes 

Santa Clarita 2002 Final Report w/Annual 
Report 

10% December 31,2005 Yes 

 
Staff Analysis of Second SB 1066 Applications:  
Attachments 1 through 6 provide an overview of the following: 

• The barriers faced by each jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement 
within the first time extension, and the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why 
additional time is necessary for meeting the diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdictions are proposing to expand or newly implement 

in the second Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension 
application), and their relationship to programs proposed for the first extension; 

• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 
appropriate, given the barriers confronted in the first Time Extension period, and 
the jurisdiction’s waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
     a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           b.  includes source reduction, recycling, and composting programs the City will 
implement/existing programs it will modify and/or new programs it will implement; 
     c.  identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     d.  identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
Each jurisdiction’s second Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff 
has also conducted an assessment of each jurisdiction’s current program implementation, 
including, in most cases, a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s 
understanding of the relevant circumstances in the jurisdictions that contributed to their 
need for a second extension, Board staff believes the jurisdictions’ proposed new Plans of 
Correction to be reasonable.  The jurisdictions’ requests and staff’s analyses are 
explained in the respective attachment matrix (Attachments 1-6) for each jurisdiction. 

 
In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as identifying 
model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar size, geography, 
and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time extension is required 
to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of Correction in each annual 
report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per PRC Section 41821(b)(5)].  Staff 
recommends that these jurisdictions also be required to submit a final report at the end of their 
extension with their Annual Report. 



Board Meeting Agenda Item-15 
June 14-15, 2005 

3. Findings 
that the Board may grant the requested second Time Extensions 

of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
all required planning elements. 

a good faith effort to implement the programs 
those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 

a second Plan of Correction demonstrating that it 
by the time the extension expires, including: 

expand or start implementing, the dates of 
means of funding. 

jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
7 through 12. Because of the jurisdictions' efforts 
those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 

respective second Plan of Correction, staff is 
second SB1066 time extension applications. 

staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 

more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
locally and statewide. 

more time to implement new and expand existing 
the impact these newly implemented and 

on diversion will assist the jurisdictions to achieve the 
Section 41780. 

results from this item. 

represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
to petition for more time to implement additional 
the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, and 
to grant these time extensions. 

diversion requirements 

in Attachments 

of these 

Staff has 
because 
• Each 
• Each 

• Each 
will 
the 

programs 
to-date 
requirement 
recommending 

determined 

identified 

implementation, 

A comprehensive 

they meet 
jurisdiction 
jurisdiction 

in its 
jurisdiction 

meet the 
programs 

is provided 
and their 

as outlined 
approval 

the requirements 
has submitted 
is making 

SRRE and 
has submitted 

that it will 
and the 

list of each 

plans for expanding 
in their 

information, 

Impacts 

both 

and to measure 
have had 

of PRC 

to the Board 

this item 
jurisdictions 

to achieve 
the discretion 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term 
Allowing these jurisdictions 
increase waste diversion, 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing these jurisdictions 
diversion programs 
expanded programs 
diversion requirements 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, 
41820 that allows 
diversion programs 
allows the Board 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

2000 Census Data - Demographics 
Jurisdiction % 

White 
% 
Hispanic 

% 
Black 

%Native 
American 

% Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

Glendora 54.2 19.7 1.1 0.2 16.0 0.1 0.2 
Lawndale 21.9 52.1 12.1 0.4 9.4 0.8 0.3 
Palmdale 41.0 37.7 14.1 0.5 3.7 0.1 0.2 
San Gabriel 17.4 30.7 0.9 0.3 48.7 0.1 0.1 
San Marino 44.6 4.4 0.2 0.0 48.4 0.1 0.2 
Santa Clarita 69.3 20.5 2.0 0.3 5.1 0.1 0.2 
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3.  Findings
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested second Time Extensions 
because they meet the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• Each jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• Each jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• Each jurisdiction has submitted a second Plan of Correction demonstrating that it 

will meet the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires, including: 
the programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of 
implementation, and the means of funding. 

 
A comprehensive list of each jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachments 7 through 12.  Because of the jurisdictions’ efforts 
to-date and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 
requirement as outlined in their respective second Plan of Correction, staff is 
recommending approval of these second SB1066 time extension applications.   

 
B. Environmental Issues 

Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing these jurisdictions more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide.   
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing these jurisdictions more time to implement new and expand existing 
diversion programs and to measure the impact these newly implemented and 
expanded programs have had on diversion will assist the jurisdictions to achieve the 
diversion requirements of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, and 
allows the Board the discretion to grant these time extensions. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
      Community Setting.   

 

2000 Census Data – Demographics 
Jurisdiction  % 

White 
% 
Hispanic 

% 
Black 

%Native 
American 

% Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

Glendora 54.2 19.7 1.1 0.2 16.0 0.1 0.2 
Lawndale  21.9 52.1 12.1 0.4 9.4 0.8 0.3 
Palmdale 41.0 37.7 14.1 0.5 3.7 0.1 0.2 
San Gabriel 17.4 30.7 0.9 0.3 48.7 0.1 0.1 
San Marino 44.6 4.4 0.2 0.0 48.4 0.1 0.2 
Santa Clarita 69.3 20.5 2.0 0.3 5.1 0.1 0.2 
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2000 Census Data — Economic Data 
Jurisdiction Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 
Glendora 60,013 75,344 5.9 
Lawndale 39,012 45,230 17.3 
Palmdale 46,941 51,994 15.8 
San Gabriel 41,791 51,879 15.9 
San Marino 117,267 178,836 5.0 
Santa Clarita 66,717 79,503 6.4 

* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional 
are no environmental justice issues related to this item 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. To increase 
new/expanded programs, the Cities disseminate a variety 
residents and businesses on the availability of the new/expanded 

• Project Benefits. The expansion of the existing, and implementation 
programs listed in this item will help to increase the jurisdictions' 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for City of Glendora 
2. Time Extension Matrix for City of Lawndale 
3. Time Extension Matrix for City of Palmdale 
4. Time Extension Matrix for City of San Gabriel 
5. Time Extension Matrix for City of San Marino 
6. Time Extension Matrix for City of Santa Clarita 
7. Program Listing for City of Glendora 
8. Program Listing for City of Lawndale 
9. Program Listing for City of Palmdale 
10. Program Listing for City of San Gabriel 
11. Program Listing for City of San Marino 
12. Program Listing for City of Santa Clarita 
13. City of Glendora's Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
14. City of Lawndale's Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
15. City of Palmdale's Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
16. City of San Gabriel's Second 1066 Time Extension Application 

representatives, there 
in these communities. 

participation in the 
of printed materials to 

programs. 
of the additional 

diversion rates. 

local jurisdictions' 
mandates), strategy (D) 

programs and reduce 
the jurisdictions' efforts to 

1 (Promote source reduction 
(Continue to work with 

waste diversion mandates) by 
to ensure they meet 
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2000 Census Data – Economic Data  
Jurisdiction Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 
Glendora 60,013 75,344 5.9 
Lawndale 39,012 45,230 17.3 
Palmdale 46,941 51,994 15.8 
San Gabriel 41,791 51,879 15.9 
San Marino 117,267 178,836 5.0 
Santa Clarita 66,717 79,503 6.4 

* Per household  
 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional representatives, there 
are no environmental justice issues related to this item in these communities. 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  To increase participation in the 
new/expanded programs, the Cities disseminate a variety of printed materials to 
residents and businesses on the availability of the new/expanded programs.  

• Project Benefits.  The expansion of the existing, and implementation of the additional 
programs listed in this item will help to increase the jurisdictions’ diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the jurisdictions’ efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Time Extension Matrix for City of Glendora 
2. Time Extension Matrix for City of Lawndale 
3. Time Extension Matrix for City of Palmdale 
4. Time Extension Matrix for City of San Gabriel  
5. Time Extension Matrix for City of San Marino 
6. Time Extension Matrix for City of Santa Clarita 
7. Program Listing for City of Glendora 
8. Program Listing for City of Lawndale  
9. Program Listing for City of Palmdale 
10. Program Listing for City of San Gabriel 
11. Program Listing for City of San Marino 
12. Program Listing for City of Santa Clarita 
13. City of Glendora’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
14. City of Lawndale’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
15. City of Palmdale’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
16. City of San Gabriel’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
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17. City of San Marino's Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
18. City of Santa Clarita's Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
19. Resolution Number 2005-143 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Steve Uselton/Jennifer Wallin/ Primitivo Nufiez Phone: (562) 981-9095 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Cities of Glendora, Lawndale, Palmdale, San Gabriel, San Marino, and Santa Clarita. 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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17. City of San Marino’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
18. City of Santa Clarita’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
19. Resolution Number 2005-143 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Steve Uselton/Jennifer Wallin/ Primitivo Nuñez  Phone: (562) 981-9095 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block                Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  N/A                           Phone:  N/A 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

Cities of Glendora, Lawndale, Palmdale, San Gabriel, San Marino, and Santa Clarita.
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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City of Glendora Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Construction & Demolition Debris 
Recycling Ordinance: 

• Model Construction & Demolition (C&D) 
ordinances that the City was planning to use as a 
sample, namely the CIWMB and County of Los 
Angeles, were not available during the first Time 
Extension period. 

• Staff time constraints — staff person that serves as 
Recycling Coordinator's primary function is with 
Planning Department. 

• City experienced an increase in building activity as 
of 2002. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 

• The City has adopted a C&D ordinance on January 
11, 2005, effective February 10, 2005. 

Construction & Demolition Debris Recycling 
Ordinance: 

• The CIWMB Model C&D ordinance was adopted 
March 16, 2004. The City developed its C&D 
ordinance based on the model ordinance, and was 
able to get approval for ordinance in January 2005. 

• Monitoring and reporting requirements will be part 
of the plan check and construction process. 

• With the City's continued redevelopment, C&D 
material will continue to be a major part of the 
City's waste stream. 

• Education brochures will also be prepared and 
provided as part of the building permit process. 

Other reasons for second time extension: 
Self-haul 
• The City will also need additional time to continue 

to monitor the effects of self-haul disposal on its 
disposal tonnage. The City found over 4,700 tons of 
misreported waste in the 2003 disposal report. 

• 

• 

Staff agrees with the City's analysis that the City 
needs to continue to be proactive when determining 
how self-haul waste should be monitored and 
addressed. By working with the County, adjacent 
cities and the CIWMB, the City will be able to 
begin tracking and addressing this complex issue. 

The City also has several construction companies 
located within the City. It is important to work with 
those companies to make sure that their waste is 
allocated properly. 
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City of Glendora Second Time Extension Application Matrix 
 

 
Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Construction & Demolition Debris 
Recycling Ordinance: 
 
• Model Construction & Demolition (C&D) 

ordinances that the City was planning to use as a 
sample, namely the CIWMB and County of Los 
Angeles, were not available during the first Time 
Extension period. 

 
• Staff time constraints – staff person that serves as 

Recycling Coordinator’s primary function is with 
Planning Department. 

 
• City experienced an increase in building activity as 

of 2002. 
 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
 
• The City has adopted a C&D ordinance on January 

11, 2005, effective February 10, 2005. 

Construction & Demolition Debris Recycling 
Ordinance:  
 
• The CIWMB Model C&D ordinance was adopted 

March 16, 2004. The City developed its C&D 
ordinance based on the model ordinance, and was 
able to get approval for ordinance in January 2005.  

 
• Monitoring and reporting requirements will be part 

of the plan check and construction process. 
 
• With the City’s continued redevelopment, C&D 

material will continue to be a major part of the 
City’s waste stream.   

 
• Education brochures will also be prepared and 

provided as part of the building permit process. 
 

Other reasons for second time extension: 
Self-haul  
• The City will also need additional time to continue 

to monitor the effects of self-haul disposal on its 
disposal tonnage. The City found over 4,700 tons of 
misreported waste in the 2003 disposal report.  

 

 
• Staff agrees with the City’s analysis that the City 

needs to continue to be proactive when determining 
how self-haul waste should be monitored and 
addressed. By working with the County, adjacent 
cities and the CIWMB, the City will be able to 
begin tracking and addressing this complex issue. 

 
• The City also has several construction companies 

located within the City. It is important to work with 
those companies to make sure that their waste is 
allocated properly. 
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Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

6020-PI-ORD Ordinances 

On January 11, 2005, the City adopted a C&D debris 
ordinance modeled after the CIWMB's Model 
Construction and Demolition Diversion Ordinance. 
The City's ordinance will become effective February 
10, 2005, and 2005 will be the first year that the 
results of this ordinance will be reflected in the City's 
diversion rate. 

The City has adopted a C&D ordinance 
in January 2005 with implementation 
February 2005. The second Time 
Extension is requested to monitor the 
results of this program. The City has had 
an increase in redevelopment, and saw 
the need for a diversion program that 
would keep C&D material out of the 
landfill. 

5 % 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 5 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From 2003 Annual Report 51 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 56 % 

Support Programs 

(from first Time Extension) 
7000-FR-MRF Materials Recovery Facility 

The City's residential and commercial waste hauler 
processes all material collected through a Materials 
Recovery Facility (MRF). The City worked with the 
franchised hauler through the first Time Extension period to 
review the effectiveness of the MRF program, and make 
changes to the system based on the City's consultant's 
recommendations. The City feels the MRF program is now 
fully implemented. Additionally, the City will continue its 
outreach efforts through the second Time Extension period. 
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Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

6020-PI-ORD Ordinances 
 
On January 11, 2005, the City adopted a C&D debris 
ordinance modeled after the CIWMB's Model 
Construction and Demolition Diversion Ordinance.  
The City's ordinance will become effective February 
10, 2005, and 2005 will be the first year that the 
results of this ordinance will be reflected in the City's 
diversion rate. 

 
 
The City has adopted a C&D ordinance 
in January 2005 with implementation 
February 2005. The second Time 
Extension is requested to monitor the 
results of this program. The City has had 
an increase in redevelopment, and saw 
the need for a diversion program that 
would keep C&D material out of the 
landfill. 

5 % 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 5 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From 2003 Annual Report 51 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  56 % 

 
Support Programs  

(from first Time Extension) 
7000-FR-MRF Materials Recovery Facility 
 

The City’s residential and commercial waste hauler 
processes all material collected through a Materials 
Recovery Facility (MRF). The City worked with the 
franchised hauler through the first Time Extension period to 
review the effectiveness of the MRF program, and make 
changes to the system based on the City’s consultant’s 
recommendations. The City feels the MRF program is now 
fully implemented. Additionally, the City will continue its 
outreach efforts through the second Time Extension period. 
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City of Lawndale - Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 
Barriers in Residential Curbside program: 
• A barrier encountered by the City was the number of 

complaints by residents regarding contamination of 
recycling and green waste materials by the contract 
hauler. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City will continue to closely monitor the hauler's 

performance, work with hauler and residents on 
contamination issue, and will use community based 

Residential Curbside: 
• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing the 

contamination of recycling and green waste by 
working directly with hauler and providing public 
education to residential customers. 

• The additional time requested will ensure that the 
City benefits from a complete year of increased 
diversion. 

social marketing techniques (community outreach) to 
address public education needs and improve the 
performance of this program. 

Barriers in Commercial Diversion program: 
• The City conducted site visits and telephone surveys to 

multi-family complexes and the largest businesses to 
assess potential recycling opportunities and program 
viability, but received unfavorable responses. 

• Commercial and multi-family tenant apathy. 
• Delays to program implementation due to space 

constraints at both multi-family units and businesses. 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
The City needs the additional time contract with a recycling 
company to service the commercial and multi-family sectors 
of the City. The City's Recycling Agreement will require the 
selected contractor to: 

o Provide recycling services free of charge to 
multi-family and commercial customers; 

o Provide customers with recycling bins, barrels 
or carts in sufficient quantities to meet the 
recycling needs of the customers; 

o Recycle a minimum of 1,000 tons per year. 

Commercial Diversion: 
• The lack of interest by businesses and multi-family 

complexes delayed the implementation of diversion 
programs. The City will increase its commercial AB 
939 fee from 9% of gross receipts to 19% of gross 
receipts in March of 2005 to fund the hiring of a 
recycling company to target commercial and multi-
family diversion. 

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing the 
barriers associated with the commercial diversion 
programs, as that sector has generated limited 
diversion in previous years. The multi-family sector 
has traditionally been a difficult sector to target for 
diversion. Free recycling services to commercial and 
multi-family sectors, when combined with a 
coordinated outreach and technical assistance 
campaign should provide the anticipated diversion. 

Other reasons for second time extension: 
School Recycling 
• After evaluating the completion of the first time 

extension that ended in December 2004, and the 
effectiveness of the programs, The City found that 
additional programs needed to be added or enhanced to 
address other portions of the wastestream. This includes 
using Department of Conservation Grant funds to 
purchase bottle/can recycling containers for schools. 
The containers purchased will be placed in common 
areas and administrative areas of schools. 

School Recycling: 
• Staff agrees that additional programs should be 

implemented when feasible. The implementation of 
this program at schools will help the City promote 
diversion. 

• The program will compliment the paper recycling 
program already in place at most schools. 

Government Recycling 
• Another new program the City is proposing is the 

placement of bottle/can recycling containers at City 
parks and civic center areas. Containers will be 
purchased with grant funds from the Department of 
Conservation. 

Government Recycling 
• Staff agrees that the waste diversion efforts from 

government facilities should be the model for the 
community. 

Waste To Energy 
• Another opportunity for additional diversion the City 

identified, as part of their second time extension is 
enhancing the Waste-To-Energy program. The City 
needs additional time to begin delivery of additional 

Waste To Energy 
• In 2004, the City began delivery waste to a Waste-To- 

Energy facility. The City plans to increase the 
amount of waste taken to fully utilize the ten percent 
transformation credit. 
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City of Lawndale - Second Time Extension Application Matrix 
 
Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff’s Analysis 
Barriers in Residential Curbside program: 
• A barrier encountered by the City was the number of 

complaints by residents regarding contamination of 
recycling and green waste materials by the contract 
hauler. 

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• The City will continue to closely monitor the hauler’s 

performance, work with hauler and residents on 
contamination issue, and will use community based 
social marketing techniques (community outreach) to 
address public education needs and improve the 
performance of this program.  

Residential Curbside: 
• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing the 

contamination of recycling and green waste by 
working directly with hauler and providing public 
education to residential customers.  

• The additional time requested will ensure that the 
City benefits from a complete year of increased 
diversion.     

 

Barriers in Commercial  Diversion program: 
• The City conducted site visits and telephone surveys to 

multi-family complexes and the largest businesses to 
assess potential recycling opportunities and program 
viability, but received unfavorable responses. 

• Commercial and multi-family tenant apathy. 
• Delays to program implementation due to space 

constraints at both multi-family units and businesses.   
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
The City needs the additional time contract with a recycling 
company to service the commercial and multi-family sectors 
of the City.  The City’s Recycling Agreement will require the 
selected contractor to: 

o Provide recycling services free of charge to 
multi-family and commercial customers; 

o Provide customers with recycling bins, barrels 
or carts in sufficient quantities to meet the 
recycling needs of the customers; 

o Recycle a minimum of 1,000 tons per year. 

Commercial Diversion: 
• The lack of interest by businesses and multi-family 

complexes delayed the implementation of diversion 
programs. The City will increase its commercial AB 
939 fee from 9% of gross receipts to 19% of gross 
receipts in March of 2005 to fund the hiring of a 
recycling company to target commercial and multi-
family diversion.   

  
• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing the 

barriers associated with the commercial diversion 
programs, as that sector has generated limited 
diversion in previous years.  The multi-family sector 
has traditionally been a difficult sector to target for 
diversion.  Free recycling services to commercial and 
multi-family sectors, when combined with a 
coordinated outreach and technical assistance 
campaign should provide the anticipated diversion.  

 
Other reasons for second time extension: 
School Recycling 
• After evaluating the completion of the first time 

extension that ended in December 2004, and the 
effectiveness of the programs, The City found that 
additional programs needed to be added or enhanced to 
address other portions of the wastestream. This includes 
using Department of Conservation Grant funds to 
purchase bottle/can recycling containers for schools.  
The containers purchased will be placed in common 
areas and administrative areas of schools.   

 
School Recycling: 
• Staff agrees that additional programs should be 

implemented when feasible. The implementation of 
this program at schools will help the City promote 
diversion.   

• The program will compliment the paper recycling 
program already in place at most schools. 

Government Recycling 
• Another new program the City is proposing is the 

placement of bottle/can recycling containers at City 
parks and civic center areas.  Containers will be 
purchased with grant funds from the Department of 
Conservation. 

Government Recycling 
• Staff agrees that the waste diversion efforts from 

government facilities should be the model for the 
community.   

 

Waste To Energy 
• Another opportunity for additional diversion the City 

identified, as part of their second time extension is 
enhancing the Waste-To-Energy program.  The City 
needs additional time to begin delivery of additional 

Waste To Energy 
• In 2004, the City began delivery waste to a Waste-To-

Energy facility.  The City plans to increase the 
amount of waste taken to fully utilize the ten percent 
transformation credit.   
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tonnage to take advantage of the maximum allowable 
ten percent transformation credit. 

• Staff agrees that the additional tonnage sent to Waste-
To-Energy facilities will assist in the achievement of 
the City's diversion goal. 

• The City will be transforming 3,600 tons in 2005, 
which is approximately ten percent of the City's 
generation. The City will transform approximately 
six percent more than in 2004. 

Outreach 
• The City will also need additional time to offer technical 

assistance to all multi-family dwelling units and 
businesses within the City. The City plans to meet with 
the Chamber of Commerce, and perform a mailing to 
businesses and multi-family dwelling unit 
managers/owners to introduce the new 
commercial/multi-family program. The City will also 
working with its consultant to prepare an ongoing public 
education campaign to continually reinforce this 
program. Also, the new recycling agreement requires 
the contractor to contact all businesses and multi-family 
managers/owners at a minimum of once per year, to 

all 

be 

Outreach 
• Staff agrees with the City's analysis that the City 

needs to continue to be proactive with public outreach 
and education. By working with the City's hauler and 
consultant, the City will be able to address diversion 
program participation by both commercial and multi-
family sectors. 

offer services and update on program changes. 

Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

1020-SR-Business Waste Reduction 
City will contract with a recycling company to service 
the commercial and multi-family sectors of the City. 

This program is important because the City's 
commercial sector is smaller than the 
residential sector; yet, it is generating a 
proportionate amount of the waste stream. 

2 % 

2000-RC-CRB Residential Curbside Recycling 
The City will continue to closely monitor the hauler's 
performance, will work with hauler and residents on 
contamination issues, and will use community-based 

By adding a monitoring component to the 
curbside recycling program, staff agrees that 
this will reduce problems that were previously 
identified with the service and contamination. 

2 % 

social marketing techniques to address public 
education needs. 
2050-RC-SCH School Recycling 
Through the use of Department of Conservation Grant 
Funds, the city will be purchasing bottle/can recycling 
containers for all common areas and administrative 
areas of the schools. The City will be initiating this at 
two of the three area high schools. 

Staff supports the City's efforts on 
implementing the bottle/can recycling 
program, which together with the existing 
paper recycling program will help capture an 
important portion of the waste stream. 

0.5 % 

2060-RC-GOV Government Recycling 
The City purchased bottle/can recycling containers to 
be placed at all city parks and civic areas and will be 
monitoring the use of these receptacles with the 
assistance of the franchised hauler. 

Staff agrees that this program will present 
additional opportunities for diversion. 

0.5 % 

8000-TR-WTE Waste-to-Energy 
Beginning January 2005 the city will be transforming 
3,600 tons of waste per year. 

Staff supports the City's efforts to use 
transformation facilities to increase its 
diversion by ten percent. 

10 % 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 15 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent from the City's 2003 Annual Report 37 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 52 % 
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tonnage to take advantage of the maximum allowable 
ten percent transformation credit.  

• Staff agrees that the additional tonnage sent to Waste-
To-Energy facilities will assist in the achievement of 
the City’s diversion goal.  

•  The City will be transforming 3,600 tons in 2005, 
which is approximately ten percent of the City’s 
generation.  The City will transform approximately 
six percent more than in 2004.  

 
Outreach  
• The City will also need additional time to offer technical 

assistance to all multi-family dwelling units and 
businesses within the City.  The City plans to meet with 
the Chamber of Commerce, and perform a mailing to all 
businesses and multi-family dwelling unit 
managers/owners to introduce the new 
commercial/multi-family program.  The City will also be 
working with its consultant to prepare an ongoing public 
education campaign to continually reinforce this 
program.  Also, the new recycling agreement requires 
the contractor to contact all businesses and multi-family 
managers/owners at a minimum of once per year, to 
offer services and update on program changes.  

Outreach 
• Staff agrees with the City’s analysis that the City 

needs to continue to be proactive with public outreach 
and education.  By working with the City’s hauler and 
consultant, the City will be able to address diversion 
program participation by both commercial and multi-
family sectors. 

 

 
 
Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

1020-SR-Business Waste Reduction 
City will contract with a recycling company to service 
the commercial and multi-family sectors of the City. 

This program is important because the City’s 
commercial sector is smaller than the 
residential sector; yet, it is generating a 
proportionate amount of the waste stream. 

2 % 

2000-RC-CRB  Residential Curbside Recycling 
The City will continue to closely monitor the hauler’s 
performance, will work with hauler and residents on 
contamination issues, and will use community-based 
social marketing techniques to address public 
education needs. 

By adding a monitoring component to the 
curbside recycling program, staff agrees that 
this will reduce problems that were previously 
identified with the service and contamination. 

2 % 

2050-RC-SCH School Recycling  
Through the use of Department of Conservation Grant 
Funds, the city will be purchasing bottle/can recycling 
containers for all common areas and administrative 
areas of the schools.  The City will be initiating this at 
two of the three area high schools.      

Staff supports the City’s efforts on 
implementing the bottle/can recycling 
program, which together with the existing 
paper recycling program will help capture an 
important portion of the waste stream. 

0.5 % 

2060-RC-GOV Government Recycling 
The City purchased bottle/can recycling containers to 
be placed at all city parks and civic areas and will be 
monitoring the use of these receptacles with the 
assistance of the franchised hauler.   

Staff agrees that this program will present 
additional opportunities for diversion. 

0.5 % 

8000-TR-WTE  Waste-to-Energy 
Beginning January 2005 the city will be transforming 
3,600 tons of waste per year. 

Staff supports the City’s efforts to use 
transformation facilities to increase its 
diversion by ten percent.   

10 % 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 15 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent from the City’s 2003 Annual Report 37 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  52 % 
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5020-ED-Outreach Education outreach is critical to the success of the City's 
As part of the new commercial and multi-family recycling programs. By educating the commercial and residential 
program, the city will offer technical assistance to all multi- sectors about the City's recycling programs, the City will 
family dwelling units and businesses within the city. The maximize participation in diversion programs. Staff 
City plans to meet with the Chamber of Commerce, and 
perform a mailing to all businesses and multi-family 
dwelling unit managers/owners to introduce the new 
program. This City will also be working with its consultant 
to prepare an ongoing public education campaign to 
continually reinforce this program. Also, the new recycling 
agreement requires the contractor to contact all businesses 
and multi-family managers/owners at a minimum of once 

supports the City's plan to at 
annual campaigns to educate 

a minimum, 
customers. 

provide semi- 

per year, to offer services and update on program changes. 
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Support Programs 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005  Attachment 2 
Support Programs  

5020-ED-Outreach 
As part of the new commercial and multi-family recycling 
program, the city will offer technical assistance to all multi-
family dwelling units and businesses within the city.  The 
City plans to meet with the Chamber of Commerce, and 
perform a mailing to all businesses and multi-family 
dwelling unit managers/owners to introduce the new 
program.  This City will also be working with its consultant 
to prepare an ongoing public education campaign to 
continually reinforce this program.  Also, the new recycling 
agreement requires the contractor to contact all businesses 
and multi-family managers/owners at a minimum of once 
per year, to offer services and update on program changes. 

Education outreach is critical to the success of the City’s 
programs. By educating the commercial and residential 
sectors about the City’s recycling programs, the City will 
maximize participation in diversion programs.    Staff 
supports the City’s plan to at a minimum, provide semi-
annual campaigns to educate customers.   
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City of Palmdale Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Commercial Recycling: 

• Lack of participation 

• Need for incentives 

• Options for recycling collection (source-separated versus 
commingled) 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• To increase opportunities for recycling, the City's 

franchised hauler will offer commingled recycling 
collection to businesses. 

• The franchised hauler will continue to target the 
commercial sector with a full-time recycling 
coordinator. 

Commercial Recycling: 

• The City and its hauler are dedicated to provide 
businesses with one-on-one customer service that 
includes waste audits, outreach, and assisting 
businesses implement recycling and source reduction 
programs. 

• Now that the hauler is able to provide commingled 
recycling collection, it is expected that more 
businesses will participate in the program, and those 
that currently have source-separated service will have 
the opportunity to capture a greater portion of their 
waste stream. 

Other reasons for second time extension: 
Curbside Green Waste Collection: 

• The City implemented a curbside green waste collection 
program in October 2004. Residents are provided with 
64-gallon automated green waste containers. 

Other programs: 
Curbside Green Waste Collection: 

• Additional time is needed to realize the full results of 
this program. The City notes that it takes 6 months to 
a year after the initial program roll-out to fully 
optimize participation in a new green waste program. 

Construction and Demolition Debris: 

• The City found through evaluation of the effectiveness 
of the programs implemented during the first Time 
Extension that additional programs needed to be added 
to address other portions of the City's waste stream. This 
evaluation process led the City to consider additional 
construction and demolition (C&D) debris diversion 
opportunities than those currently in place. The City will 
develop and implement an appropriate construction and 
demolition waste recycling policy, procedures and/or 
ordinance to address waste generated by the construction 
boom experienced by the City of Palmdale. 

• The City needs time to research and develop a policy, 
work with other City departments to determine how 
program responsibilities should be shared, implement 
the policy, provide outreach, and monitor for 
effectiveness. The City expects the improved C&D 
diversion program to be implemented by June 2005. 

Construction and Demolition Debris: 

• The City of Palmdale is a high growth area. Despite a 
large amount of open land, there are also some 
redevelopment projects taking place. The City 
recognizes the need to work with contractors to 
maximize diversion of construction and demolition 
debris from local landfills. The City will work with 
contractors to stress the importance of diverting waste 
from their projects without hindering the City's 
development. The City's franchised waste hauler 
currently diverts C&D materials collected and offers 
pricing incentives that encourage source separation of 
materials generated at a job site. 
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City of Palmdale Second Time Extension Application Matrix 
 

 
Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Commercial Recycling: 
 
• Lack of participation 
 
• Need for incentives 
 
• Options for recycling collection (source-separated versus 

commingled) 
 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• To increase opportunities for recycling, the City’s 

franchised hauler will offer commingled recycling 
collection to businesses. 

 
• The franchised hauler will continue to target the 

commercial sector with a full-time recycling 
coordinator. 

Commercial Recycling: 
 
• The City and its hauler are dedicated to provide 

businesses with one-on-one customer service that 
includes waste audits, outreach, and assisting 
businesses implement recycling and source reduction 
programs.  

 
• Now that the hauler is able to provide commingled 

recycling collection, it is expected that more 
businesses will participate in the program, and those 
that currently have source-separated service will have 
the opportunity to capture a greater portion of their 
waste stream. 

Other reasons for second time extension: 
Curbside Green Waste Collection: 
 
• The City implemented a curbside green waste collection 

program in October 2004. Residents are provided with 
64-gallon automated green waste containers.   

Other programs: 
Curbside Green Waste Collection: 
 
• Additional time is needed to realize the full results of 

this program. The City notes that it takes 6 months to 
a year after the initial program roll-out to fully 
optimize participation in a new green waste program.  

Construction and Demolition Debris: 
 
• The City found through evaluation of the effectiveness 

of the programs implemented during the first Time 
Extension that additional programs needed to be added 
to address other portions of the City’s waste stream. This 
evaluation process led the City to consider additional 
construction and demolition (C&D) debris diversion 
opportunities than those currently in place. The City will 
develop and implement an appropriate construction and 
demolition waste recycling policy, procedures and/or 
ordinance to address waste generated by the construction 
boom experienced by the City of Palmdale. 

 
• The City needs time to research and develop a policy, 

work with other City departments to determine how 
program responsibilities should be shared, implement 
the policy, provide outreach, and monitor for 
effectiveness. The City expects the improved C&D 
diversion program to be implemented by June 2005. 

Construction and Demolition Debris: 
 
• The City of Palmdale is a high growth area. Despite a 

large amount of open land, there are also some 
redevelopment projects taking place. The City 
recognizes the need to work with contractors to 
maximize diversion of construction and demolition 
debris from local landfills. The City will work with 
contractors to stress the importance of diverting waste 
from their projects without hindering the City’s 
development. The City’s franchised waste hauler 
currently diverts C&D materials collected and offers 
pricing incentives that encourage source separation of 
materials generated at a job site. 
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Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

2030-RC-OSP Commercial On-Site Collection 

Implement a commingled recycling program for 
commercial sector 

By adding a commingled recycling option 
to the City's commercial recycling program, 
businesses will have additional diversion 
opportunities. 

2-4% 

3000-CM-RCG Residential Green Waste 

Realizing the impact of full rollout and promotion of 
new residential greenwaste curbside collection 
program 

Staff supports the City's efforts on 
implementing a new curbside green waste 
collection program. Although the City is 
located in the high desert, a significant 
amount of houses in the City have yards. 
This program will capture an important part 
of the waste stream that was previously 
unaddressed. 

4-8% 

4060-SP-CAR Concrete, Asphalt, Rubble; 6020-PI- 
ORD Ordinances 

Develop and implement an appropriate construction 
and demolition waste recycling policy and procedures 
and/or ordinance to address waste generated by 
construction boom experienced by City of Palmdale 

Staff agrees that construction and 
demolition debris is an important part of the 
City's waste stream in this high growth 
area. Through a C&D policy, the City will 
be able to work with contractors in the City 
to divert waste from local landfills without 
compromising development in the City. The 
City will determine if an ordinance would 
be more effective in accomplishing its goals 
for waste reduction from this sector. 

5-8% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 11 % (minimum) 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From 2003 Annual Report 42% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 53% 

Support Programs 

5000-ED-ELC Electronic 

Education and outreach campaign for the residential 
recycling program using local television media. 

Create an educational DVD for residential commercial 
and multifamily recycling education. 

5000-ED-ELC Electronic 

Education outreach is critical to the success of the City's 
programs. By educating businesses and the residential sector, 
including multi-family residents, about the City's recycling 
program the City will ensure that one of the necessary steps 
has been taken to implement this program and maximize 
participation. A DVD is a progressive way to get the word 
out about the City's programs. 

5010-ED-PRN Print 

Put in molded graphics on carts for recycling, green waste 
and trash. 

Continue education and outreach for commercial sector 
program, including mailers to all commercial customers 
of the franchise hauler letting businesses know that they 
can save money by implementing recycling programs. 
Additionally that recycling program is now commingled. 

5010-ED-PRN Print 

Printed materials reinforce the waste diversion message. 
Additionally, the City can decrease contamination in the 
residential recycling program through the mold process 
planned. 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach 

On-site visits and program implementation assistance to 
commercial customers to encourage participation in 
commercial commingled recycling program. 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach 

The City will continue its personal outreach to businesses 
through on-site audits that assist businesses in developing a 
diversion program specifically catered to their needs. 
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Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

2030-RC-OSP Commercial On-Site Collection 
 
Implement a commingled recycling program for 
commercial sector 

By adding a commingled recycling option 
to the City’s commercial recycling program, 
businesses will have additional diversion 
opportunities. 

2-4% 

3000-CM-RCG Residential Green Waste  
 
Realizing the impact of full rollout and promotion of 
new residential greenwaste curbside collection 
program 

Staff supports the City’s efforts on 
implementing a new curbside green waste 
collection program. Although the City is 
located in the high desert, a significant 
amount of houses in the City have yards. 
This program will capture an important part 
of the waste stream that was previously 
unaddressed. 

4-8% 

4060-SP-CAR Concrete, Asphalt, Rubble; 6020-PI-
ORD Ordinances 
 
Develop and implement an appropriate construction 
and demolition waste recycling policy and procedures 
and/or ordinance to address waste generated by 
construction boom experienced by City of Palmdale  

Staff agrees that construction and 
demolition debris is an important part of the 
City’s waste stream in this high growth 
area. Through a C&D policy, the City will 
be able to work with contractors in the City 
to divert waste from local landfills without 
compromising development in the City. The 
City will determine if an ordinance would 
be more effective in accomplishing its goals 
for waste reduction from this sector. 

5-8% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 11 % (minimum) 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From 2003 Annual Report 42% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  53% 

 
Support Programs  

5000-ED-ELC Electronic  
 
Education and outreach campaign for the residential 
recycling program using local television media. 
 
Create an educational DVD for residential commercial 
and multifamily recycling education.  

5000-ED-ELC Electronic  
 
Education outreach is critical to the success of the City’s 
programs. By educating businesses and the residential sector, 
including multi-family residents, about the City’s recycling 
program the City will ensure that one of the necessary steps 
has been taken to implement this program and maximize 
participation. A DVD is a progressive way to get the word 
out about the City’s programs. 

5010-ED-PRN Print  
 
Put in molded graphics on carts for recycling, green waste 
and trash.   
 
Continue education and outreach for commercial sector 
program, including mailers to all commercial customers 
of the franchise hauler letting businesses know that they 
can save money by implementing recycling programs. 
Additionally that recycling program is now commingled. 

5010-ED-PRN Print  
 
Printed materials reinforce the waste diversion message. 
Additionally, the City can decrease contamination in the 
residential recycling program through the mold process 
planned. 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach 
 
On-site visits and program implementation assistance to 
commercial customers to encourage participation in 
commercial commingled recycling program. 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach 
 
The City will continue its personal outreach to businesses 
through on-site audits that assist businesses in developing a 
diversion program specifically catered to their needs. 

 



Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 4 

City of San Gabriel Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Waste-To-Energy program: 
• During the first time extension period, the hauler 

began operation of a third line at its Materials 
Recovery Facility (MRF). It was intended that this 
third line would capture additional material and 
result in increased diversion without sending the 
waste to a transformation facility. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• As the new sort line did not accomplish the amount 

of diversion needed for the City, the hauler resumed 
sending a portion of the City's waste to a Waste-To- 
Energy (WTE) facility in 2004. Additional time is 
needed to realize the results of this program. 

Waste-To-Energy: 
• The City and hauler intended that with the start up 

of the new sort line at the facility, there would be 
more waste sorted at the MRF. Once it was realized 
that the additional sort line was not reaching the 
intended diversion percentage proposed in the 
original time extension request, the City and hauler 
resumed the WTE program. 

• If the hauler is successful in permitting for increased 
capacity at the MRF, additional diversion will take 
place and less material will be sent to the 
transformation facility. 

Other reasons for second time extension: 
Construction & Demolition Debris Ordinance: 
• The City found that after evaluating the completion 

of the first time extension that ended in December 
2003, and the effectiveness of the programs, that 
additional programs needed to be added to address 
other portions of the wastestream. This includes 
Construction & Demolition (C&D) debris. The City 
will adopt an ordinance for the diversion of 
construction and demolition debris. The City needs 
more time to research and create a draft ordinance, 
obtain approval from the City Council, and to 
implement the ordinance. The City will need time to 
create and distribute educational material to permit 
applicants, design a tracking system, and monitor 
the effectiveness of this program. 

Other programs: 
C&D Ordinance 
• The City has addressed C&D waste by providing 

education materials to contractors, and by 
implementing a sorting line for inert materials at the 
MRF. 

• A C&D ordinance will allow the City greater 
control over this portion of its waste stream, 
including for projects where the contractor does not 
use the franchised waste hauler for refuse removal. 

Street Sweeping: 
• Another new program the City is proposing is to 

incorporate into its agreement with a street 
sweeping company to divert street sweeping debris. 

Street Sweeping: 
• The City has decided to look for a composting 

alternative for this waste source. 

Self-Haul: 
• The City will also need additional time to continue 

to monitor haulers that illegally dispose of waste 
under the City's name, and haulers that are 
operating in the City in contrary to the franchise 
agreement. 

Self-Haul: 
• Staff agrees with the City's analysis that the City 

needs to continue to be proactive when determining 
the origin of self-hauled waste, and working to 
properly identify the amount of waste that is coming 
from the City. By working with the County, 
adjacent cities, and the CIWMB, the City will be 
able to begin tracking and addressing this complex 
issue. 
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City of San Gabriel Second Time Extension Application Matrix 
 

 
Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Waste-To-Energy program: 
• During the first time extension period, the hauler 

began operation of a third line at its Materials 
Recovery Facility (MRF). It was intended that this 
third line would capture additional material and 
result in increased diversion without sending the 
waste to a transformation facility.  

Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• As the new sort line did not accomplish the amount 

of diversion needed for the City, the hauler resumed 
sending a portion of the City’s waste to a Waste-To-
Energy (WTE) facility in 2004.  Additional time is 
needed to realize the results of this program. 

Waste-To-Energy: 
• The City and hauler intended that with the start up 

of the new sort line at the facility, there would be 
more waste sorted at the MRF. Once it was realized 
that the additional sort line was not reaching the 
intended diversion percentage proposed in the 
original time extension request, the City and hauler 
resumed the WTE program. 

 
• If the hauler is successful in permitting for increased 

capacity at the MRF, additional diversion will take 
place and less material will be sent to the 
transformation facility. 

 
Other reasons for second time extension: 
Construction & Demolition Debris Ordinance: 
• The City found that after evaluating the completion 

of the first time extension that ended in December 
2003, and the effectiveness of the programs, that 
additional programs needed to be added to address 
other portions of the wastestream. This includes 
Construction & Demolition (C&D) debris. The City 
will adopt an ordinance for the diversion of 
construction and demolition debris. The City needs 
more time to research and create a draft ordinance, 
obtain approval from the City Council, and to 
implement the ordinance. The City will need time to 
create and distribute educational material to permit 
applicants, design a tracking system, and monitor 
the effectiveness of this program.  

 

Other programs: 
C&D Ordinance 
• The City has addressed C&D waste by providing 

education materials to contractors, and by 
implementing a sorting line for inert materials at the 
MRF.  

• A C&D ordinance will allow the City greater 
control over this portion of its waste stream, 
including for projects where the contractor does not 
use the franchised waste hauler for refuse removal.  

Street Sweeping: 
• Another new program the City is proposing is to 

incorporate into its agreement with a street 
sweeping company to divert street sweeping debris. 

Street Sweeping: 
• The City has decided to look for a composting 

alternative for this waste source. 
 

Self-Haul:  
• The City will also need additional time to continue 

to monitor haulers that illegally dispose of waste 
under the City’s name, and haulers that are 
operating in the City in contrary to the franchise 
agreement. 

 

Self-Haul: 
• Staff agrees with the City’s analysis that the City 

needs to continue to be proactive when determining 
the origin of self-hauled waste, and working to 
properly identify the amount of waste that is coming 
from the City. By working with the County, 
adjacent cities, and the CIWMB, the City will be 
able to begin tracking and addressing this complex 
issue.  
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Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis 

L Diversion 

Estimated 
Percent 

6020-PI-ORD; Ordinances 
City will adopt an ordinance for the diversion of C&D 
debris from specified construction and demolition 
projects within the City. 

By adding a C&D ordinance to the City's 
plan of correction, staff agrees that this 
will offer the City additional diversion 
opportunities with construction and 
demolition waste. Although the City and 
its hauler have been diverting a 
significant portion of this waste stream 
through the inerts sorting line at the 
MRF, the ordinance will allow for 
greater control over self-haulers 
transporting C&D materials. 

4% 

8000-TR-WTE; Waste-To-Energy 
Residues from MRF processing of commercial and/or 
residential waste are transformed at a WTE Facility 

Once the City and hauler realized that the 
additional sorting line at the MRF was 
not enabling the City to maximize 
diversion over materials handled by the 
franchised waste hauler, the WTE 
program was re-established. This 
program will be continued through the 
second time extension period unless an 
alternative diversion program is found. 

5.5% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 9.5 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From 2003 Annual Report 41% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50.5% 

Support Programs 

3060-CM-Gov; Government Composting 
The City will incorporate into its agreement with a 
street sweeping company to include diversion of 
street sweeping debris. 

This is a good program to control a portion of City-
generated waste. 

7050-FR-OTH; Facility Recycling Other - DRS 
Tracking 
The City will continue to track DRS reports and 
identify misreported origin waste. 

Board staff, the City and hauler have discussed the 
difficulties associated with properly assigning waste in this 
area. 

(From the first time extension) 
3000-CM-RSG Residential Green Waste; 8000-TR- 
MRF Materials Recovery Facility; 4060-SP-CAR 
Concrete, Asphalt, and Rubble; 6010-PI-EIN 
Economic Incentives 

Through the first time extension period, the City achieved 
greater than expected results in several programs, including 
the automation of its residential green waste collection 
system, the sorting of all residential waste at the MRF, the 
use of a separate inerts sorting line at the MRF for C&D 
material collected by the franchised hauler, and the 
implementation of a variable rate and the end of unlimited 
trash collection. The City will continue these programs, and 
will provide outreach materials as needed. 
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Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

6020-PI-ORD; Ordinances 
City will adopt an ordinance for the diversion of C&D 
debris from specified construction and demolition 
projects within the City. 

By adding a C&D ordinance to the City’s 
plan of correction, staff agrees that this 
will offer the City additional diversion 
opportunities with construction and 
demolition waste. Although the City and 
its hauler have been diverting a 
significant portion of this waste stream 
through the inerts sorting line at the 
MRF, the ordinance will allow for 
greater control over self-haulers 
transporting C&D materials. 

4% 

8000-TR-WTE; Waste-To-Energy 
Residues from MRF processing of commercial and/or 
residential waste are transformed at a WTE Facility 

Once the City and hauler realized that the 
additional sorting line at the MRF was 
not enabling the City to maximize 
diversion over materials handled by the 
franchised waste hauler, the WTE 
program was re-established. This 
program will be continued through the 
second time extension period unless an 
alternative diversion program is found. 

5.5% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 9.5 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From 2003 Annual Report  41% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50.5% 

 
Support Programs  

3060-CM-Gov; Government Composting 
The City will incorporate into its agreement with a 
street sweeping company to include diversion of 
street sweeping debris. 

This is a good program to control a portion of City-
generated waste. 

7050-FR-OTH; Facility Recycling Other - DRS 
Tracking  
The City will continue to track DRS reports and 
identify misreported origin waste. 

Board staff, the City and hauler have discussed the 
difficulties associated with properly assigning waste in this 
area. 

(From the first time extension) 
3000-CM-RSG Residential Green Waste; 8000-TR-
MRF Materials Recovery Facility; 4060-SP-CAR 
Concrete, Asphalt, and Rubble; 6010-PI-EIN 
Economic Incentives  

Through the first time extension period, the City achieved 
greater than expected results in several programs, including 
the automation of its residential green waste collection 
system, the sorting of all residential waste at the MRF, the 
use of a separate inerts sorting line at the MRF for C&D 
material collected by the franchised hauler, and the 
implementation of a variable rate and the end of unlimited 
trash collection. The City will continue these programs, and 
will provide outreach materials as needed. 
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City of San Marino Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers Construction & Demolition Debris 
Diversion programs: 

• Delay in establishing Non-Exclusive Agreements 

• City Council did not support including roll-off 
service in Non-Exclusive Agreements to maintain 
competition. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 

• City will implement contingency plan to develop 
and implement a Construction & Demolition (C&D) 
ordinance with a provision for 50% diversion of 
materials collected. 

• An alternate contingency plan under the first time 
extension request was to provide outreach to 
contractors regarding C&D diversion, and 
encourage 50% diversion. Under the second Time 
Extension request, the City opted for an ordinance 
that requires 50% diversion of the actual tonnage of 
material collected from covered projects. 

Construction & Demolition Debris Diversion: 

• C&D ordinance will allow for multiple haulers to 
collect materials, but all haulers will be responsible 
for diverting 50% of the waste collected. 

• The City will require records indicating 50% 
diversion of materials collected. 

Barriers in Mandatory Residential Recycling and 
Green Waste Ordinances: 

• The City Council did not concur with City staff's 
rationale for a mandatory recycling ordinance. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 

• The mandatory residential recycling ordinance will 
not be implemented. Through meetings with the 
City Council, the compromise was to allow two 
haulers to operate in the City that provide two types 
of recycling collection. Residents can opt for a 
commingled collection system, where they separate 
recyclables from other trash, or place all material in 
one container to be sorted later at a Materials 
Recovery Facility. 

• The modified residential recycling collection 
programs were implemented October 1, 2003. The 
effectiveness of these programs will continue to be 
monitored during the second time extension period. 

Mandatory Ordinances: 

• The residential curbside recycling program consists 
of two options for residents: a commingled 
collection program, or placing all material in one 
container for sorting at a Materials Recovery 
Facility (MRF). Residents can opt for either hauler 
and type of collection program. 

• To ensure participation in one or the other program, 
however, residents are no longer able to obtain 
exemptions from participating in the recycling 
program. Previously, residents could opt to not 
participate in the program for a reduced refuse bill. 
Now, if a resident indicates that they do not want to 
participate in the commingled recycling program, 
they would be directed to the hauler that provides 
MRF processing. Therefore, all residents participate 
in the curbside (backyard) recycling program. For 
reference, the hauler that provides MRF processing 
services 78% of the residential accounts, and the 
hauler that provides commingled recycling 
collection services 22% of the residential accounts. 

• All residents are currently participating in the City's 
modified curbside recycling program. The residents 
do, however, have a choice as to how they 
participate in the program, which may not have 
been possible with a mandatory recycling 
ordinance. 
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City of San Marino Second Time Extension Application Matrix 
 
Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers Construction & Demolition Debris 
Diversion programs: 
 
• Delay in establishing Non-Exclusive Agreements 
 
• City Council did not support including roll-off 

service in Non-Exclusive Agreements to maintain 
competition. 

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
 
• City will implement contingency plan to develop 

and implement a Construction & Demolition (C&D) 
ordinance with a provision for 50% diversion of 
materials collected. 

 
• An alternate contingency plan under the first time 

extension request was to provide outreach to 
contractors regarding C&D diversion, and 
encourage 50% diversion. Under the second Time 
Extension request, the City opted for an ordinance 
that requires 50% diversion of the actual tonnage of 
material collected from covered projects. 

Construction & Demolition Debris Diversion: 
 
• C&D ordinance will allow for multiple haulers to 

collect materials, but all haulers will be responsible 
for diverting 50% of the waste collected. 

 
• The City will require records indicating 50% 

diversion of materials collected.  
 

Barriers in Mandatory Residential Recycling and 
Green Waste Ordinances: 
 
• The City Council did not concur with City staff’s 

rationale for a mandatory recycling ordinance.  
 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
 
• The mandatory residential recycling ordinance will 

not be implemented. Through meetings with the 
City Council, the compromise was to allow two 
haulers to operate in the City that provide two types 
of recycling collection. Residents can opt for a 
commingled collection system, where they separate 
recyclables from other trash, or place all material in 
one container to be sorted later at a Materials 
Recovery Facility. 

 
• The modified residential recycling collection 

programs were implemented October 1, 2003. The 
effectiveness of these programs will continue to be 
monitored during the second time extension period. 

 

Mandatory Ordinances: 
 
• The residential curbside recycling program consists 

of two options for residents: a commingled 
collection program, or placing all material in one 
container for sorting at a Materials Recovery 
Facility (MRF). Residents can opt for either hauler 
and type of collection program.  

 
• To ensure participation in one or the other program, 

however, residents are no longer able to obtain 
exemptions from participating in the recycling 
program. Previously, residents could opt to not 
participate in the program for a reduced refuse bill. 
Now, if a resident indicates that they do not want to 
participate in the commingled recycling program, 
they would be directed to the hauler that provides 
MRF processing. Therefore, all residents participate 
in the curbside (backyard) recycling program. For 
reference, the hauler that provides MRF processing 
services 78% of the residential accounts, and the 
hauler that provides commingled recycling 
collection services 22% of the residential accounts. 

 
• All residents are currently participating in the City’s 

modified curbside recycling program. The residents 
do, however, have a choice as to how they 
participate in the program, which may not have 
been possible with a mandatory recycling 
ordinance. 
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Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

4060-SP-CAR Concrete, Asphalt Rubble 

Adopt and implement a construction and demolition 
debris ordinance that will require the diversion of 50% 
of materials from covered projects and by covered 
haulers. 

The City opted for a C&D ordinance and 
mandatory diversion requirement rather 
than make the two non-exclusive haulers 
responsible for collecting and diverting 
all roll-off waste. This is a contingency 
plan to that outlined in the original Time 
Extension request. 

City will provide information about 
ordinance to roll-off service providers, 
and have a reporting requirement. 

Diversion rate indicates percent diversion 
anticipated with full implementation of 
programs from the first Time Extension 
request, and new program described. 

20% 

(CIWMB 
staff note: 
Through 
review of 2004 
hauler data, 
the City 
experienced an 
increase in 
diversion of at 
least 5%. 
Using this 
anticipated 
increase, and 
the portion of 
the City's 
waste stream 
that is C&D 
material and 
can feasibly be 
diverted, the 
estimated 
percent 
diversion 
increase from 
the C&D 
program on its 
own will be 
15%) 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 20% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From 2003 Annual Report 30% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

Support Programs 

(from first Time Extension) 
2000-RC-CRB Residential Curbside; 8000-TR-WTE 
Waste-to-Energy 

Although the City did not list these additional programs in 
the second Time Extension request, it is important to note 
that programs implemented during the first Time Extension 
request were implemented late 2003. Therefore, the impact 
was not realized until 2004. Through review of the hauler 
reports for 2004, it is evident that the new programs 
implemented had a significant impact on the City's 
diversion rate for 2004. These programs in conjunction with 
the C&D program described in the second Time Extension 
request should assist the City in obtaining the 50 percent 
diversion goal. 
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Diversion 

4060-SP-CAR  Concrete, Asphalt Rubble 
 
Adopt and implement a construction and demolition 
debris ordinance that will require the diversion of 50% 
of materials from covered projects and by covered 
haulers. 

The City opted for a C&D ordinance and 
mandatory diversion requirement rather 
than make the two non-exclusive haulers 
responsible for collecting and diverting 
all roll-off waste. This is a contingency 
plan to that outlined in the original Time 
Extension request. 
 
City will provide information about 
ordinance to roll-off service providers, 
and have a reporting requirement. 
 
Diversion rate indicates percent diversion 
anticipated with full implementation of 
programs from the first Time Extension 
request, and new program described. 

20% 
 
(CIWMB 
staff note: 
Through 
review of 2004 
hauler data, 
the City 
experienced an 
increase in 
diversion of at 
least 5%. 
Using this 
anticipated 
increase, and 
the portion of 
the City’s 
waste stream 
that is C&D 
material and 
can feasibly be 
diverted, the 
estimated 
percent 
diversion 
increase from 
the C&D 
program on its 
own will be 
15%) 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 20% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From 2003 Annual Report 30% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50% 

 
 
Support Programs  

(from first Time Extension) 
2000-RC-CRB Residential Curbside; 8000-TR-WTE 
Waste-to-Energy 

 
Although the City did not list these additional programs in 
the second Time Extension request, it is important to note 
that programs implemented during the first Time Extension 
request were implemented late 2003. Therefore, the impact 
was not realized until 2004. Through review of the hauler 
reports for 2004, it is evident that the new programs 
implemented had a significant impact on the City’s 
diversion rate for 2004. These programs in conjunction with 
the C&D program described in the second Time Extension 
request should assist the City in obtaining the 50 percent 
diversion goal. 
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City of Santa Clarita Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Commercial program: Commercial Recycling: 
• Since the City had an evergreen clause in all of its 

previous agreements, the new commercial franchise 
agreement did not go into effect until August 1, 
2004. 

• Through the bid process, the City was able to 
request several new and innovative programs from 
the selected commercial hauler. Enhancements to 
the commercial recycling program include mixed 
waste processing of 50-65 percent of the waste 

• The process of determining the need for a new 
franchise agreement, going out to bid for a new 
hauler, and implementing a new franchise 
agreement took longer than anticipated when the 
first time extension application was submitted. 

collected, offers fmancial incentives for meeting 
diversion goals, and gives fmancial penalties for 
failing to meet the diversion goals. These 
enhancements will result in a more comprehensive 
and effective commercial recycling program. The 
mixed waste processing program will not be fully 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: implemented until a new Materials recovery Facility 
• The studies and reports commissioned by the City to 

determine the causes for the decline in diversion 
rate were completed early 2002. Once the results 
were discussed with the City Council, the City's 
franchise agreements were put out to bid. The 
request for proposal (RFP) process started in March 

(MRF) is constructed per the commercial hauler's 
franchise agreement. In the interim, the hauler will 
collect approximately 300 tons of commercial waste 
per week to take to an existing MRF with a 
minimum 45 percent recovery rate. 

2003 and was completed November 2003. Through 
the process, the City was able to request several new 
and innovative programs. 

• As part of the commercial agreement, the hauler is 
now providing free collection services, in 
comparison to offering a discounted rate for 
recycling services, as was written into the previous 

• Although the recycling services have been offered 
free of charge since August 2004, it will take a short 
while for the businesses to take full advantage of the 
program and for the hauler to implement the 
program to the maximum benefit. 

franchise agreement. The City has also expanded 
the list of recyclable collected through the program 
including plastic bags, shrink wrap, plastic toys, 
plastic tools, steel scrap metal, coat hangers, metal 
foil, non-metallic wrapping paper, and empty 
aerosol cans. This ease of participation and pricing 
incentive will result in more recycling accounts. 
Since August 2004, with the implementation of free 
recycling, the City has experienced a 15 percent 
increase in its commercial recycling recovery. 

• The City is requiring the hauler to do outreach to 
encourage businesses to recycle, and has also 
required the hauler to have a recycling coordinator 
on staff who is required to do site visits and look for 
ways to assist business with on-site was diversion. 
The City will benefit from this hands-on approach 
to working with its businesses. 

Barriers in Diaper Recycling Pilot program: Diaper Recycling: 
• High cost • Program was implemented as a pilot program, and 

through cost benefit analysis was determined to be 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: not feasible as a citywide program. 
• This program will not be considered as part of the 

second time extension. Rather, the City will focus 
on other residential and commercial recycling 
programs. 

• The City calculated that if the program were offered 
citywide, the diversion would be approximately .21 
percent at a significant cost per diaper recycled. The 
programs outlined in the second time extension 
request may represent a greater diversion rate at less 
cost. 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005  Attachment 6 

City of Santa Clarita Second Time Extension Application Matrix 
 
Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Commercial program: 
• Since the City had an evergreen clause in all of its 

previous agreements, the new commercial franchise 
agreement did not go into effect until August 1, 
2004. 

 
• The process of determining the need for a new 

franchise agreement, going out to bid for a new 
hauler, and implementing a new franchise 
agreement took longer than anticipated when the 
first time extension application was submitted. 

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• The studies and reports commissioned by the City to 

determine the causes for the decline in diversion 
rate were completed early 2002. Once the results 
were discussed with the City Council, the City’s 
franchise agreements were put out to bid. The 
request for proposal (RFP) process started in March 
2003 and was completed November 2003. Through 
the process, the City was able to request several new 
and innovative programs. 

 
• Although the recycling services have been offered 

free of charge since August 2004, it will take a short 
while for the businesses to take full advantage of the 
program and for the hauler to implement the 
program to the maximum benefit. 

Commercial Recycling: 
• Through the bid process, the City was able to 

request several new and innovative programs from 
the selected commercial hauler. Enhancements to 
the commercial recycling program include mixed 
waste processing of 50-65 percent of the waste 
collected, offers financial incentives for meeting 
diversion goals, and gives financial penalties for 
failing to meet the diversion goals. These 
enhancements will result in a more comprehensive 
and effective commercial recycling program. The 
mixed waste processing program will not be fully 
implemented until a new Materials recovery Facility 
(MRF) is constructed per the commercial hauler’s 
franchise agreement. In the interim, the hauler will 
collect approximately 300 tons of commercial waste 
per week to take to an existing MRF with a 
minimum 45 percent recovery rate. 

 
• As part of the commercial agreement, the hauler is 

now providing free collection services, in 
comparison to offering a discounted rate for 
recycling services, as was written into the previous 
franchise agreement. The City has also expanded 
the list of recyclable collected through the program 
including plastic bags, shrink wrap, plastic toys, 
plastic tools, steel scrap metal, coat hangers, metal 
foil, non-metallic wrapping paper, and empty 
aerosol cans. This ease of participation and pricing 
incentive will result in more recycling accounts. 
Since August 2004, with the implementation of free 
recycling, the City has experienced a 15 percent 
increase in its commercial recycling recovery. 

 
• The City is requiring the hauler to do outreach to 

encourage businesses to recycle, and has also 
required the hauler to have a recycling coordinator 
on staff who is required to do site visits and look for 
ways to assist business with on-site was diversion. 
The City will benefit from this hands-on approach 
to working with its businesses. 

 
Barriers in Diaper Recycling Pilot program: 
• High cost 
 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• This program will not be considered as part of the 

second time extension. Rather, the City will focus 
on other residential and commercial recycling 
programs. 

 

Diaper Recycling: 
• Program was implemented as a pilot program, and 

through cost benefit analysis was determined to be 
not feasible as a citywide program. 

 
• The City calculated that if the program were offered 

citywide, the diversion would be approximately .21 
percent at a significant cost per diaper recycled. The 
programs outlined in the second time extension 
request may represent a greater diversion rate at less 
cost.  
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Barriers in Construction and Demolition (C&D) 
Debris Ordinance: 
• Lack of funding 

• Time consuming RFP process for new commercial 
and residential franchise agreements. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• Funds have been made available for the program. 

• In addition to the C&D ordinance, the City is 
developing a permitting system for roll-off and 
temporary bin providers. 

C&D Recycling: 
• Contractors will be required to use the permitted 

roll-off/temporary bin providers. By developing a 
permitting system for temporary bin providers, the 
City will put the responsibility of diverting the 
waster on the entities that are collecting it. 

• Permit holders will be required to divert a minimum 
amount of waste, will be given financial incentives 
to divert more than the minimum amount, and will 
be required to complete a waste diversion plan for 
all large projects. These components are part of a 
comprehensive C&D diversion program. 

• City has developed C&D recycling brochure that is 
provided to project applicants. 

Other reasons for second time extension: 
Residential Recycling and Green Waste Programs 
• As the new franchise agreement for residential 

services does not commence until April 2006, after 
the SB1066 Time Extension provision has ended, 
improvements to the residential diversion programs 
are not included in the calculation of the additional 
diversion that will result during the time extension 
period. However, it is important to note that the City 
will be offering food waste collection as part of the 
green waste service, and that there are plans for a 
pilot variable can rate program. 

Other programs: 
• Although the estimated percent diversion from these 

programs cannot be included in the time extension 
application, staff notes the City's commitment to 
improve programs citywide. 

• Despite the franchise agreement not going into 
effect until April 2006, the hauler has already 
distributed 96-gallon recycling and green waste 
carts to residents, replacing the 32-gallon recycling 
and 64-gallon green waste carts previously used. 
Some carts were even distributed to residents 
outside the hauler's current service area Unlimited 
recycling and green waste collection service will be 
offered. 

Outreach 
• Now that the new commercial program is in place, 

the City will have the opportunity to implement 
outreach methods described in both the first and 
second time extensions, including business waste 
audits, multi-family outreach, participation in a 
Commercial Environmental Committee hosted by 
the Chamber of Commerce, and identifying WRAP 
nominees. 

• Now that the commercial program is established, 
the City and the franchised waste hauler will be able 
to participate in these important outreach efforts. 

• The new franchised residential hauler has already 
started providing outreach to multi-family residents 
including a brochure and reports to the City about 
their progress. 

• The City has included a mascot to crate program 
recognition. 

Bus Stop Recycling Program 
• Another opportunity for additional diversion the 

City identified, as part of their second time 
extension is recycling at bus stops throughout the 
City. 60 containers have already been sited, and the 
City plans to place the recycling containers at 300 
stops total 

• This program will increase diversion and help 
control litter. This program will be implemented 
after the SB1066 Time Extension time period has 
expired. 

School Recycling 
• The City is working with a high school on a pilot 

program to introduce recycling to a high school. A 
student organization will be operating the program, 
and making observations about the results. The 
students will then offer recommendations to the 
City as to how the program can be expanded to 
other school sites. 

This is another example of working to develop recycling 
programs for Santa Clarita residents away from home. 
This demonstrates the importance of recycling and 
makes it more convenient to participate away from 
home. The approach to use the students as advocates for 
additional recycling programs at local schools is very 
innovative, and will most likely prove successful as 
students take ownership of their program. 
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and residential franchise agreements. 
 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• Funds have been made available for the program. 
 
• In addition to the C&D ordinance, the City is 

developing a permitting system for roll-off and 
temporary bin providers. 

 
 

C&D Recycling:  
• Contractors will be required to use the permitted 

roll-off/temporary bin providers. By developing a 
permitting system for temporary bin providers, the 
City will put the responsibility of diverting the 
waster on the entities that are collecting it.  

 
• Permit holders will be required to divert a minimum 

amount of waste, will be given financial incentives 
to divert more than the minimum amount, and will 
be required to complete a waste diversion plan for 
all large projects. These components are part of a 
comprehensive C&D diversion program. 

 
• City has developed C&D recycling brochure that is 

provided to project applicants. 
Other reasons for second time extension: 
Residential Recycling and Green Waste Programs 
• As the new franchise agreement for residential 

services does not commence until April 2006, after 
the SB1066 Time Extension provision has ended, 
improvements to the residential diversion programs 
are not included in the calculation of the additional 
diversion that will result during the time extension 
period. However, it is important to note that the City 
will be offering food waste collection as part of the 
green waste service, and that there are plans for a 
pilot variable can rate program. 

Other programs: 
• Although the estimated percent diversion from these 

programs cannot be included in the time extension 
application, staff notes the City’s commitment to 
improve programs citywide.  

 
• Despite the franchise agreement not going into 

effect until April 2006, the hauler has already 
distributed 96-gallon recycling and green waste 
carts to residents, replacing the 32-gallon recycling 
and 64-gallon green waste carts previously used. 
Some carts were even distributed to residents 
outside the hauler’s current service area. Unlimited 
recycling and green waste collection service will be 
offered. 

Outreach 
• Now that the new commercial program is in place, 

the City will have the opportunity to implement 
outreach methods described in both the first and 
second time extensions, including business waste 
audits, multi-family outreach, participation in a 
Commercial Environmental Committee hosted by 
the Chamber of Commerce, and identifying WRAP 
nominees.  

• Now that the commercial program is established, 
the City and the franchised waste hauler will be able 
to participate in these important outreach efforts. 

 
• The new franchised residential hauler has already 

started providing outreach to multi-family residents 
including a brochure and reports to the City about 
their progress. 

 
• The City has included a mascot to crate program 

recognition. 
Bus Stop Recycling Program 
• Another opportunity for additional diversion the 

City identified, as part of their second time 
extension is recycling at bus stops throughout the 
City. 60 containers have already been sited, and the 
City plans to place the recycling containers at 300 
stops total 

• This program will increase diversion and help 
control litter. This program will be implemented 
after the SB1066 Time Extension time period has 
expired. 

 

School Recycling 
• The City is working with a high school on a pilot 

program to introduce recycling to a high school. A 
student organization will be operating the program, 
and making observations about the results. The 
students will then offer recommendations to the 
City as to how the program can be expanded to 
other school sites. 

 

This is another example of working to develop recycling 
programs for Santa Clarita residents away from home. 
This demonstrates the importance of recycling and 
makes it more convenient to participate away from 
home. The approach to use the students as advocates for 
additional recycling programs at local schools is very 
innovative, and will most likely prove successful as 
students take ownership of their program. 
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Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2030-RC-OSP; Commercial On-Site Recycling 
Commercial recycling is now provided free of charge. 
The City has also expanded the list of recyclables that 
are accepted through the recycling program. 

By offering the commercial recycling 
program free of charge, businesses will 
have an economic incentive to recycle. 

3 

2050-RC-SCH; School Recycling 
Implementation of a high school recycling pilot 
program. A student organization helps run the 
program by servicing the recycling containers and 
making observations of the results of the program. 
The organization is scheduled to make a presentation 
on their fmdings and will offer recommendations to 
the City and other local schools on how to implement 
other similar programs 

As with the bus stop recycling program, 
this program will reinforce the message 
that recycling should be part of all 
aspects of our life. It is also good to teach 
the recycling message to school children. 
Finally, by giving the students ownership 
over the program, it should increase 
commitment and interest in the program. 

<1% 

5020-ED-OUT; Outreach 
The City along with the franchised haulers will be 
doing waste audits for commercial locations to 
identify additional diversion opportunities and 
establish collection arrangements as appropriate. Te 
residential hauler will be doing outreach to multi- 
family residential locations to encourage participation 
in the new program. 

With the new incentive of free recycling 
that the hauler is able to offer, more 
businesses will be willing to participate 
in the program. Additionally, the multi-
family sector will be getting more hands-
on assistance to encourage complexes to 
participate in the program. 

2% 

6020-PI-ORD; Ordinances 
The City will establish an ordinance requiring the 
diversion of construction and demolition debris. The 
City will require local contractors to use permitted 
roll-off/temporary bin providers for their waste 
disposal needs or to obtain a temporary permit for 
their project. Permit holders will be required to divert 
a minimum amount of waste, will be given financial 

The City's C&D ordinance was planned 
under the first time extension, but 
delayed as the selection of a franchised 
hauler took longer than anticipated. This 
program will divert waste from new 
construction and redevelopment projects 
in this growing community 

5% 

incentives to divert more, and will also be required to 
provide a waste diversion plan for all large projects. 
Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 10% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 40% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 
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Commercial recycling is now provided free of charge.  
The City has also expanded the list of recyclables that 
are accepted through the recycling program. 

By offering the commercial recycling 
program free of charge, businesses will 
have an economic incentive to recycle.  
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2050-RC-SCH; School Recycling 
Implementation of a high school recycling pilot 
program. A student organization helps run the 
program by servicing the recycling containers and 
making observations of the results of the program.  
The organization is scheduled to make a presentation 
on their findings and will offer recommendations to 
the City and other local schools on how to implement 
other similar programs 

As with the bus stop recycling program, 
this program will reinforce the message 
that recycling should be part of all 
aspects of our life. It is also good to teach 
the recycling message to school children. 
Finally, by giving the students ownership 
over the program, it should increase 
commitment and interest in the program. 

<1% 

5020-ED-OUT; Outreach 
The City along with the franchised haulers will be 
doing waste audits for commercial locations to 
identify additional diversion opportunities and 
establish collection arrangements as appropriate. Te 
residential hauler will be doing outreach to multi-
family residential locations to encourage participation 
in the new program. 

With the new incentive of free recycling 
that the hauler is able to offer, more 
businesses will be willing to participate 
in the program. Additionally, the multi-
family sector will be getting more hands-
on assistance to encourage complexes to 
participate in the program. 

2% 

6020-PI-ORD; Ordinances 
The City will establish an ordinance requiring the 
diversion of construction and demolition debris.  The 
City will require local contractors to use permitted 
roll-off/temporary bin providers for their waste 
disposal needs or to obtain a temporary permit for 
their project.  Permit holders will be required to divert 
a minimum amount of waste, will be given financial 
incentives to divert more, and will also be required to 
provide a waste diversion plan for all large projects. 

The City’s C&D ordinance was planned 
under the first time extension, but 
delayed as the selection of a franchised 
hauler took longer than anticipated. This 
program will divert waste from new 
construction and redevelopment projects 
in this growing community. 

5% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 10% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 40% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50% 
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Support Programs 

5020-ED-OUT; Outreach 
The City is actively participating in a commercial 
environmental committee hosted by the Santa Clarita 
Valley Chamber of Commerce, and the City will 
more aggressively recognize local WRAP winners 
and will work with the commercial hauler to 
encourage more businesses to apply for an award 

Education outreach is critical to the success of the City's 
programs. By educating businesses about the City's 
recycling programs, the City will ensure that one of the 
necessary steps has been taken to implement this program 
that is intended to maximize participation. 

3040-CM-FWC; Food Waste Composting 
The residential hauler will collect food waste for 
composting as part of the green waste collection 
program. 

Although this is an innovative program that will most likely 
result in significant diversion, the City did not list it in the 
Plan of Correction as it will be implemented in 2006, after 
the time extension period has ended. 

6010-PI-EIN; Economic Incentives 
The residential hauler will do a variable can rate pilot 
program at a minimum of three neighborhoods 

The City will monitor the results of the pilot program to 
determine if the program should be rolled out citywide. 
Again, this program will be implemented in 2006, after the 
time extension period has ended. providing the service to a minimum of 500 residents 

per neighborhood. If the program is successful the 
hauler will work with the City in coordinating a 
citywide program. 
7000-FR-MRF; Materials Recovery Facility 
The commercial hauler is required to site and 
construct a mechanized MRF in the City. The City 
will have the option to purchase the MRF at the end 
of the franchise term for remaining debt services 

This will benefit the City and the surrounding area to add 
new processing service capacity. 

2010-RC-DRP; Recycling Drop-Off 
Bus stop trash and recycling program. The City will 
be gradually expanding the number of containers that 
will be serviced from 60 to a total of 300 bus stops. 

Santa Clarita residents will have the opportunity to recycle 
away from home, which stresses the importance of 
recycling in all settings. 
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The City will monitor the results of the pilot program to 
determine if the program should be rolled out citywide. 
Again, this program will be implemented in 2006, after the 
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 7000-FR-MRF; Materials Recovery Facility 
The commercial hauler is required to site and 
construct a mechanized MRF in the City.  The City 
will have the option to purchase the MRF at the end 
of the franchise term for remaining debt services 

This will benefit the City and the surrounding area to add 
new processing service capacity. 

2010-RC-DRP; Recycling Drop-Off 
Bus stop trash and recycling program.  The City will 
be gradually expanding the number of containers that 
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away from home, which stresses the importance of 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Glendora May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP N Y 1998 PF PF PF SI SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Glendora May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP N Y 1998 PF PF PF SI SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Glendora May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

3000-CM-RCG N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3030-CM-CSG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG N Y 1995 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 2000 PF 99 PF 99 PF 99 PF 99 PF 99 SI SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 

1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 

SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 7 

Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Glendora May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 2001 PF PF PF PF PF PF SI SO 
MRF 

7040-FR-ADC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

8000-TR-WTE N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Waste To Energy 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 7 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Glendora May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 2001 PF PF PF PF PF PF SI SO 
 MRF 

 7040-FR-ADC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 8000-TR-WTE N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Waste To Energy 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 
 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 8 

Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Lawndale May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting     Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005     Attachment 8 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Lawndale May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 8 

Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Lawndale May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2050-RC-SCH N N NA NA NA NA NA PF PF SI SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N Y 1995 SI D 7, 99 DE DE DE DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3020-CM-COG N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG N Y 1995 SI D 7, 99 DE DE DE DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3060-CM-GOV N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Composting Programs 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting     Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005     Attachment 8 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Lawndale May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2050-RC-SCH N N NA NA NA NA NA PF PF SI SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N Y 1995 SI D 7, 99 DE DE DE DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N Y 1995 SI D 7, 99 DE DE DE DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3060-CM-GOV N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Composting Programs 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 8 

Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Lawndale May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1994 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1999 DE 6 DE 6 DE DE SI SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting     Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005     Attachment 8 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Lawndale May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1994 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1999 DE 6 DE 6 DE DE SI SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 8 

Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Lawndale May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5040-ED-OTH N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Other Public Education 

6000-PI-PLB N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO D 99 SI 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-EIN N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1994 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7040-FR-ADC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

8000-TR-WTE N N NA NA NA NA NA NA PF PF PF 
Waste To Energy 

9000-HH-PMF N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9020-HH-CSC N N 1999 PF PF PF PF Al AO AO AO 
Curbside Collection 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting     Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005     Attachment 8 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Lawndale May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5040-ED-OTH N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Other Public Education 

 6000-PI-PLB N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO D  99 SI 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1994 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7040-FR-ADC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 8000-TR-WTE N N NA NA NA NA NA NA PF PF PF 
 Waste To Energy 

 9000-HH-PMF N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9020-HH-CSC N N 1999 PF PF PF PF AI AO AO AO 
 Curbside Collection 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 8 

Office of Local Assistance Page 5 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Lawndale May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Sicted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9030-H H-WSE N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF NI 7 NI 7 
Waste Exchange 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting     Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005     Attachment 8 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 5 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Lawndale May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9030-HH-WSE N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF NI 7 NI 7 
 Waste Exchange 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 9 

Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Palmdale May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y 1993 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO 99 SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2060-RC-GOV N N 1998 PF PF PF Al AO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 9 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Palmdale May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y 1993 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO 99 SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2060-RC-GOV N N 1998 PF PF PF AI AO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 9 

Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Palmdale May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2080-RC-SPE N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO D 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3030-CM-CSG N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO D 99 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 9 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Palmdale May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2080-RC-SPE N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO D 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3030-CM-CSG N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO D  99 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 9 

Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Palmdale May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4100-SP-OTH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Other Special Waste 

5000-E D-E LC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-El N N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N N 1998 PF PF PF Al AO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO D 99 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Landfill 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 9 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Palmdale May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4100-SP-OTH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Other Special Waste 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6000-PI-PLB N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N N 1998 PF PF PF AI AO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO D  99 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Landfill 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 9 

Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Palmdale May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO D 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 
Composting Facility 

7040-FR-ADC N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9020-HH-CSC N N 1998 PF PF PF Al AO SO SO SO 
Curbside Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 9 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Palmdale May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO D 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 
 Composting Facility 

 7040-FR-ADC N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9020-HH-CSC N N 1998 PF PF PF AI AO SO SO SO 
 Curbside Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 10 

Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

San Gabriel May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 
School Recycling Programs 

Status Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 

Reason Code 
1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 

AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 

2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 

M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 10 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 San Gabriel May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 
 School Recycling Programs 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 10 

Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

San Gabriel May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2060-RC-GOV N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3060-CM-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Composting Programs 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1995 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 10 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 San Gabriel May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2060-RC-GOV N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3060-CM-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Composting Programs 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1995 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 10 

Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

San Gabriel May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N N 1997 PF PF SI SO SO AO AO AO 
MRF 

7020-F R-TST N N 1997 PF PF SI SO SO AO AO AO 
Transfer Station 

7040-FR-ADC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

8000-TR-WTE N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Waste To Energy 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 10 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 San Gabriel May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N N 1997 PF PF SI SO SO AO AO AO 
 MRF 

 7020-FR-TST N N 1997 PF PF SI SO SO AO AO AO 
 Transfer Station 

 7040-FR-ADC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 8000-TR-WTE N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Waste To Energy 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 10 

Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

San Gabriel May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 10 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 San Gabriel May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 11 

Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

San Marino May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting   Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005       Attachment 11 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 San Marino May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 

June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 11 
Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

San Marino May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3030-CM-CSG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4060-SP-CAR N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting   Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005       Attachment 11 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 San Marino May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3030-CM-CSG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4060-SP-CAR N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 11 

Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

San Marino May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
MRF 

7040-FR-ADC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting   Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005       Attachment 11 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 San Marino May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 MRF 

 7040-FR-ADC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 11 

Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

San Marino May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Sicted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

9050-HH-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting   Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005       Attachment 11 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 San Marino May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 9050-HH-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 12 

Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Santa Clarita May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 12 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Santa Clarita May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 

June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 12 
Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Santa Clarita May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

2090-RC-OTH N N NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Other Recycling 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1997 PF PF SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3020-CM-COG N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 12 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Santa Clarita May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 2090-RC-OTH N N NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Other Recycling 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1997 PF PF SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 12 

Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Santa Clarita May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

3050-CM-SCH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
School Composting Programs 

3060-CM-GOV N N 1999 NA NA NA NA Al AO AO AO 
Government Composting Programs 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1991 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4050-SP-WDW N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 12 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Santa Clarita May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 3050-CM-SCH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 School Composting Programs 

 3060-CM-GOV N N 1999 NA NA NA NA AI AO AO AO 
 Government Composting Programs 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1991 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4050-SP-WDW N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 12 

Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Santa Clarita May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

6030-PI-OTH N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
Other Policy Incentive 

7000-FR-MRF N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

7040-FR-ADC N N 1995 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 12 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Santa Clarita May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6000-PI-PLB N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 6030-PI-OTH N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
 Other Policy Incentive 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 7040-FR-ADC N N 1995 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 12 

Office of Local Assistance Page 5 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Santa Clarita May 3,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9020-H H-CSC N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Curbside Collection 

9040-HH-EDP N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

9050-HH-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 5 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Santa Clarita May 3,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9020-HH-CSC N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Curbside Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 9050-HH-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this form and 
return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
255-2555 to be connected to your OLA representative. . 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, MS 8 
8800 Cal Center Drive 
Sacramento CA 95826 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: JuriOdi4ien Information and Certification 
All reSpondents riiieebii:ikthiaikieation: !. ' , ,. • : .' 

• • ' • 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

and correct to the best of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

City of Glendor 

County 

Los Angeles 

Authorize Signatur 

A.
L....Li  

City manager  
,.. 

Title 

T pe/P int Name ofi5-r n Signing 
..- 

Eric G. Ziegler 

Date 

02/1/ , , -  

Phone 

(626) 914-8201 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Dianne Walter 

Title 

Senior Planner and Recycling Coordinator 

Phone 

(626)914-8218 

E-mail Address 

dwalter@ci.glendora.ca.us  

Fax 

(626)914-9053 

Mailing Address 

116 East Foothill Boulevard 

City 

Glendora 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

91741 

TOTRL P.01 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

A Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

0 Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _2004-2005 

Is this a second request? ❑ No A Yes Specific years requested. _2004 and 
2005 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 

Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 
 

1.  Eligibility  
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)?  

 No.   If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 
2.  Specific Request and Length of Request 
 

Please specify the request desired. 
 

   Time Extension Request 
 

Specific years requested _2004-2005______________ 
 
Is this a second request?  No   Yes Specific years requested. _2004 and 
2005______________ 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

 
   Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

 
Specific ADR requested _     __________%, for the years_     _________. 
 
Is this a second ADR request?  No    Yes Specific ADR requested _     ____%, for the  
years _     _______ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

 
Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006.  An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The City has implemented all selected SRRE programs. In 2001, the City entered into an exclusive contract 
with Athens Services to provide MRF processing of all waste generated within the City that is collected by 
Athens Services. Athens Services is the exclusive franchised waste hauler for the City. MRF processing is 
identified as a recycling program option in the SRRE. The City was able to meet the 50% diversion 
requirement in 2001, in part from the MRF program along with the elimination of inert materials disposed at the 
San Gabriel River gravel pits authorized by AB2308 as well as from transformation credit. 

However, in 2002, the City's diversion rate fell to 45%. This was attributed to several factors including an 
unusually high percentage (26%) of self-haul disposal reported. This waste was not processed through the 
MRF but was disposed at the landfill as waste by individual property owners or contractors. In 2002, the City 
also experienced a significant increase in building activity as well as a disastrous fire in the hillside area. 
Subsequent rains caused mudslides in many areas. All of these factors contributed to the increase in self-haul 
activity. 

As a result, the City requested and received a Time Extension for 2002 and 2003 to provide additional time for 
the City to fine-tune the new MRF diversion program and to adopt and implement a C&D debris ordinance. 
While the MRF diversion program has been completely implemented, the C&D debris ordinance was not 
adopted until January 11, 2005, and will become effective February 10, 2005. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City is requesting a two year extension for compliance years 2004 and 2005 for achieving the 50% 
diversion goal to allow sufficient time for the impact of implementation of the City's new C&D debris ordinance 
to be realized. 

The CIWMB required the City to prepare a C&D debris ordinance as part of the first Time Extension. The City 
began work on the ordinance but waited for the CIWMB to finalize the Model Construction and Demolition 
Diversion Ordinance that was adopted on March 16, 2004, in order to take advantage of new implementation 
strategies outlined in the model ordinance. Due to the delay in adopting and implementing the City's C&D 
debris ordinance, the first year that the effect of the C&D debris ordinance will be reflected in the City's 
diversion rate will be 2005. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

The City has implemented all recommended SRRE programs as well as the optional program to process 100% of 
waste collected by the franchised hauler through Athens Services' MRF. Please see the City's Planning Annual 
Report Information System (PARIS) document for additional information regarding the programs implemented. 

 

Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s progress in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 
1.   Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 

programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

 The City has implemented all selected SRRE programs.  In 2001, the City entered into an exclusive contract 
with Athens Services to provide MRF processing of all waste generated within the City that is collected by 
Athens Services.  Athens Services is the exclusive franchised waste hauler for the City.  MRF processing is 
identified as a recycling program option in the SRRE.  The City was able to meet the 50% diversion 
requirement in 2001, in part from the MRF program along with the elimination of inert materials disposed at the 
San Gabriel River gravel pits authorized by AB2308 as well as from transformation credit.  

 However, in 2002, the City's diversion rate fell to 45%.  This was attributed to several factors including an 
unusually high percentage (26%) of self-haul disposal reported.  This waste was not processed through the 
MRF but was disposed at the landfill as waste by individual property owners or contractors.   In 2002, the City 
also experienced a significant increase in building activity as well as a disastrous fire in the hillside area.  
Subsequent rains caused mudslides in many areas.  All of these factors contributed to the increase in self-haul 
activity.   

 As a result, the City requested and received a Time Extension for 2002 and 2003 to provide additional time for 
the City to fine-tune the new MRF diversion program and to adopt and implement a C&D debris ordinance.  
While the MRF diversion program has been completely implemented, the C&D debris ordinance was not 
adopted until January 11, 2005, and will become effective  February 10, 2005.   

 2.  Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

 The City is requesting a two year extension for compliance years 2004 and 2005 for achieving the 50% 
diversion goal to allow sufficient time for the impact of implementation of the City's new C&D debris ordinance 
to be realized. 

 
 The CIWMB required the City to prepare a C&D debris ordinance as part of the first Time Extension.  The City 

began work on the ordinance but waited for the CIWMB to finalize the Model Construction and Demolition 
Diversion Ordinance that was adopted on March 16, 2004, in order to take advantage of new implementation 
strategies outlined in the model ordinance.  Due to the delay in adopting and implementing the City's C&D 
debris ordinance, the first year that the effect of the C&D debris ordinance will be reflected in the City's 
diversion rate will be 2005. 

 
3.   Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

  
The City has implemented all recommended SRRE programs as well as the optional program to process 100% of 
waste collected by the franchised hauler through Athens Services' MRF.  Please see the City's Planning Annual 
Report Information System (PARIS) document for additional information regarding the programs implemented. 
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4. 

No 

Provide any additional 

additional information to 

relevant information 

be provided. 

that supports the request. 

 

4.   Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

 
No additional information to be provided. 
 

 

Board Meeting
June 14-15, 2005

Agenda Item 15
     Attachment 13



Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 13 

Section 11113—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

n/a 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

n/a 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

n/a 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 

n/a 

 

 

Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s efforts in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 
1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

n/a 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 
 
n/a 

3. Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

n/a 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
 

n/a 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 51.1% Non-residential % 48.9% 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

6020-PI-ORD New 
On January 11, 2005, the City adopted a C&D debris 
ordinance modeled after the CIWMB's Model 
Construction and Demolition Diversion Ordinance. The 
Citys ordinance will become effective February 10, 
2005, and 2005 will be the first year that the results of 
this ordinance will be reflected in the City's diversion 
rate. 

Rate 
Payers 
and City 
Budget 

12/05 5% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
5% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 45% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 

 

Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 51.1% Non-residential % 48.9% 

 
PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board’s 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
6020-PI-ORD 

 
 
New 

 
On January 11, 2005, the City adopted a C&D debris 
ordinance modeled after the CIWMB's Model 
Construction and Demolition Diversion Ordinance.  The 
City's ordinance will become effective February 10, 
2005, and 2005 will be the first year that the results of 
this ordinance will be reflected in the City's diversion 
rate. 
 

 
Rate 
Payers 
and City 
Budget 

 
12/05 

 
5% 

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
 
 

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  
5% 

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 45% 

 Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPANDED 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 

 

Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

 
Residential %       Non-residential %       

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board’s Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG
Central/PARIS/Codes/
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  
      

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report  
      

 Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  
      

 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 255-2555 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 

 

 

Section V – PARIS 
Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction’s Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction’s PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions.  
 
Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 255-2555 for a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board’s website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/. 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

of my knowledge. 

Jurisdiction Name 

Lawndale 

County 

Los Angeles 

Title 

Acting City Manager 

Authorized Signatu 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

Eric Hassel 

Date 
0.z  yo 7

(310) 

Phone 

973-3260 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Susan V Collins, Hilton Farnkopf & Hobson, LLC 

Title 

Senior Manager 

Phone 

(049)2251-8623 

E-mail Address 

scollins@hfh-consultantstom 

Fax 

(949)251-9741 

Mailing Address 

3990 Westerly Place, f:195 

City 

Newport Beach 

state 

CA 

ZIP Code 

92660 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
• Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 

Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been fled by July 1,1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

Co Yes. If yes, then eligible for a it or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

lime Extension Request 

Specific years requested 2005 

Is this a second request? No i.3 Yag Specific years requested. previous requeit (filed 
10/02) was for 2002, 2003, 2004 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested 54, for the years_ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective In the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for aN requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 

TOTAL P.01 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach if reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 111A-1). additional sheets necessary—please 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The City planned to meet the 50% goal by late 2004. However, while certain programs set forth for implementation 
in the prior time extension were implemented on time, others have experienced delays, and the city has 
encountered a number of barriers with other programs that have delayed the City from moving forward as 
agressively as anticipated. One unanticipated barrier encountered by the city was a number of complaints from 
residents about collection service anomolies, and reports of contamination of recycling and green waste carts 
by the contract hauler. The City has been meeting monthly with the contract hauler since January 2004 to 
address the issues of collection performance, contamination and public education. This monitoring has 
dramatically increased the City's residential diversion rate. During the eight months of April 2004 to November 
2004 the diversion rate ranged from 30% to 58%, with an average of 38%. However, this increase will not be 
represented until submission of the City's 2004 Annual Report. 

During 2003, the city's consultant conducted telephone surveys and site visits to several multi-family units and the 
largest businesses within the city to assess potential recycling opportunities and program viability. 
Unfortunately, because of an unfavorable response from the multi-family community, including tenant apathy, 
and space constraints at both multi-family units and businesses, program implementation has been delayed. 
The city's average commercial/multi-family diversion rate for 2004 was 5%. To increase diversion in this sector, 
the city will increase its commercial AB 939 fee from 9% of gross receipts to 19% of gross receipts in March of 
2005 to fund the hiring of a recycling company to service commercial and multi-family customers. The city 
hopes to have this service operational in June of 2005. However, the anticipated increase in diversion from this 
program will not be represented until submission of the City's 2005 Annual Report. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The city's reported diversion rate rose from 17% in 1997 to 47% in 1998, declined in 1999 to 44%, and dropped 
drastically in 2000 to 32%. Because the reported diversion rate is not known until the middle of the following 
calendar year, the city was unaware of the dramatic fall in diversion until the middle of 2001, at which time the 
city began to take action to implement programs to raise their diversion rate. 

The prior time extension was executed at the end of October 2002. Implementation of new programs occurred 
after 2002. Also, implementation of the enhanced residential curbside collection of recyclables, and 
implementation of the city's ordinance requiring commercial haulers to report diversion to the city on a quarterly 
basis did not commence until January of 2003, therefore, the city was unable to properly audit the performance 
of these programs until March of 2004, at which time the city had received 1 full year of data from the haulers. 
Also, programs included in this time extension will be implemented before the conclusion of current time 
extension, however, the city feels that the additional time extension is necessary to achieve maximum diversion 
from these programs. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 
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Upon completion of their year 2000 annual report with a reported diversion rate of 32%, the city initiated the 
following steps to gain compliance with AB 939: 1) retained a consulting firm to assist with AB 939 compliance 
issues; 2) modified their residential collection contract to include larger recycling containers; 3) implemented a new 
commercial ordinance requiring the city's permitted haulers to file quarterly tonnage reports, and to pay a quarterly 
AB 939 fee to assist in the funding of additional diversion programs; and 4) initiated an investigation into the 
Increase in disposal reported by the DRS. 

Furthermore, the city adopted a policy in 2003 to transform 1,500 tons per year of waste from its residential 
curbside collection program. The city exercised this option in January 2004. On June 21, 2004 the City Council 
approved a budget appropriation of $19,800 to fund additional transformation of 1,050 tons to bring the total 
transformation for 2004 to 2,550. Beginning January 2005 the city's residential hauler will be transforming 3,600 
per year, with the additional cost of this program passed on to the residents through a rate increase_ These 
additional measures to increase transformation tonnage were taken specifically because the city's monthly 
monitoring of other programs indicated that the other programs were falling short of their targets. 

4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(06)(4 The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 70 Non-residential % 30 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary Is 
online at 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LOCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htrn 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

1020-SR-BWR 
Business Waste Reduction 
(includes multi-family) 

Expand 

In 2005, the City will contract with a recycling company 
to service the commercial and multi-family sectors of the 
City. 

The City's Recycling Agreement will require the selected 
contractor to: 
• Provide recycling services free of charge to multi-
family and commercial customers; 
• Provide customers with recycling bins, barrels or carts 
in sufficient quantities to meet the recycling needs of the 
customers; 
• Recycle a minimum of 1,000 tons per year; 
• Coordinate ongoing outreEch and technical assistance 
activities with the City. 

Non-Res 
AB 939 
tees 

July 2005 2% 

2000-RC-CRB Expand 

In 2005, the City will continue to closely monitor the 
haulers performance, will work with the hauler and 
residents on the contamination issue, and will use 
community-based social marketing techniques to 
address public education needs to Improve the 
performance of the curbside programs. 

Res. AB 
939 

Monthly - 
Ongoing 

2% 

2050-RC-SCH 
School Recycling 

New 

Through the use of Department of Conservation Grant 
Funds, the city will be purchasing bottle/can recycling 
containers for all common areas and administrative 
areas of the schools. The City will be initiating this at 
two of the three area high schools. 

DOC grant 
funds 

June 2005 .5% 

2060-RC-GOV 
Government Recycling 

New 

The city purchased bottle/can recycling containers to be 
placed at all city parks and civic areas and will be 
monitoring the use of these receptacles with the 
assistance of the franchised hauler. 

DOC grant 
funds 

December 
2005 

.5% 

8000-TR-WTE 
Transformation 

Expand 

Beginning January 2005 the city will be transforming 
3,600 tons of waste per year. Res. 

Refuse 
Rates 

January 2005 10% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
15% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 37% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 52% 

Board Meeting
June 14-15, 2005

Agenda Item 15
     Attachment 14

LStraw
Text Box



PPR-05-2005 10 : 17 C I LIMB DPLA—D I U S&LAB 

Board Meeting 
June 14-15, 2005 

562 424 8139 P . 06 

Agenda Item 15 
Attachment 14 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

5020-ED-OUT 

Outreach 

New As part of an ongoing outreach effort as part of the new 
commercial and multi-family recycling program, the city will offer 
technical assistance to all multi-family dwelling units and 
businesses within the city. The City plans to meet with the 
Chamber of Commerce, and perform a mailing to all businesses 
and multi-family dwelling unit managers/owners to introduce the 
new program. This City will also be working with its consultant to 
prepare an ongoing public edtration campaign to continually 
reinforce this program. Also. the new recycling agreement 
requires the contractor to contact all businesses and multi-family 
managers/owners at a minimum of once per year, to offer services 
and update on progran changes. 

City's efforts will be 
minimum semi-
annually, and will be 
enhanced by the 
contractors annual 
mailings. 

at 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board's websito at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

TOTRL P.07 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, III-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, III-B, IV-B and V. 

562 424 8139 P.01/01 
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and sign this request 
below, along with any additional 

representative will work with 
process, please call (916) 
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Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

City of Palmdale 

County . 

Los Angeles County 

Authorized Si 
gc
2

t 

 

e9
ccat0

4 

Title 

Director of Public Works 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

Leon Swain 

Date 

January 31, 2005 

Phone 

(661) 267-5300 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Donna Plummer 

Title 

Administrative Analyst 

Phone 

(661)267-5308 

E-mail Address 

dplummer@cityrif palmdalo.org  

Fax 

(661)267-5322 

Mailing Address 

38250 Sierra Highway 

City 

Palmdale 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

93550 

TOTRL P.01 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

A Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

0 Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _2004-2005 

Is this a second request? ❑ No A Yes Specific years requested. _2004-05 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 

Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 
 

1.  Eligibility  
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)?  

 No.   If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 
2.  Specific Request and Length of Request 
 

Please specify the request desired. 
 

   Time Extension Request 
 

Specific years requested _2004-2005______________ 
 
Is this a second request?  No   Yes Specific years requested. _2004-05______________ 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

 
   Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

 
Specific ADR requested _     __________%, for the years_     _________. 
 
Is this a second ADR request?  No    Yes Specific ADR requested _     ____%, for the  
years _     _______ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

 
Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006.  An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The City of Palmdale needs additional time to meet the 50% diversion rate. In 2001, the City's waste diversion rate 
was at 47% and in 2002, the diversion rate was at 48%. However, in 2003, the diversion rate has slipped to 
42%. Although the City's SRRE programs such as the residential curbside recycling programs were 
implemented in late 2001, the increase in the disposed tonnage resulting from the construction and demolition 
activities has lowered our diversion rate. The City has also implemented a residential curbside greenwaste 
program in October, 2004. The City needs time to fully realize the impact of this major greenwaste diversion 
program. It normally takes anywhere from six months to a year after the initial program rollout to fully optimize 
the participation of a greenwaste collection program. The City is also experiencing significant growth of 
construction and demolition activities and therefore needs to adopt a construction and demolition waste 
diversion plan, policy and/or ordinance. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City of Palmdale needs the additional time for the newly implemented greenwaste program to mature. The full 
impact will be realized by the end of 2005. 

The City also needs time to develop and adopt an appropriate construction and demolition waste ordinance or 
policy to divert the additional construction and demolition waste materials generated from the construction 
boom that the City of Palmdale is experiencing. 

The franchised hauler will be introducing co-mingled recycling in the commercial sector. Currently, the hauler 
provides source-separated commercial recycling at discounted rates. Co-mingled recycling will greatly 
enhance participation level in the commercial sector. 

The additional time is also needed to expand the education / outreach effort used to support the existing and 
planned diversion programs to insure adequate participation and recovery of materials. The franchised hauler 
is also utilizing youth organizations (such as Boy Scouts and Girl Scouts) to promote recycling and educate the 
public at special events. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

 

Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s progress in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 
1.   Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 

programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The City of Palmdale needs additional time to meet the 50% diversion rate.   In 2001, the City's waste diversion rate 
was at 47% and in 2002, the diversion rate was at 48%.  However, in 2003, the diversion rate has slipped to 
42%.  Although the City's SRRE programs such as the residential curbside recycling programs were 
implemented in late 2001, the increase in the disposed tonnage resulting from the construction and demolition 
activities has lowered our diversion rate.  The City has also implemented a residential curbside greenwaste 
program in October, 2004.  The City needs time to fully realize the impact of this major greenwaste diversion 
program.   It normally takes anywhere from six months to a year after the initial program rollout to fully optimize 
the participation of a greenwaste collection program.  The City is also experiencing significant growth of 
construction and demolition activities and therefore needs to adopt a construction and demolition waste 
diversion plan, policy and/or ordinance.   

 2.  Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City of Palmdale needs the additional time for the newly implemented greenwaste program to mature.  The full 
impact will be realized by the end of 2005.   

 
The City also needs time to develop and adopt an appropriate construction and demolition waste ordinance or 

policy to divert the additional construction and demolition waste materials generated from the construction 
boom that the City of Palmdale is experiencing.   

 
The franchised hauler will be introducing co-mingled recycling in the commercial sector.  Currently, the hauler 

provides source-separated commercial recycling at discounted rates.  Co-mingled recycling will greatly 
enhance participation level in the commercial sector.  

 
The additional time is also needed to expand the education / outreach effort used to support the existing and 

planned diversion programs to insure adequate participation and recovery of materials.  The franchised hauler 
is also utilizing youth organizations (such as Boy Scouts and Girl Scouts) to promote recycling and educate the 
public at special events.  

3.   Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 
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The City of Palmdale has 32 programs listed on their year 2002 PARIS Summary. With the implementation of the 
residential curbside recycling program in 2001, the residential greenwaste curbside program in 2004, and the 
planned construction and demolition ordinance/policy in 2005, the City of Palmdale has targeted all of the major 
waste streams. In addition, the franchised hauler has been providing unlimited bulky item collection to all Palmdale 
residents since August 2003 and all bulky items that are recyclable have been diverted from the landfill. 

The franchised waste hauler has also retained a full-time recycling coordinator and has been targeting the 
commercial sector by conducting waste audits, providing outreach, and introducing source reduction programs. 
With implementation of the commercial co-mingled recycling programs, the City hopes to increase its diversion in 
the commercial and industrial sector. 
As part of our educational outreach efforts, "Total Trash Out" is a 4-week aluminum can drive contest between 
elementary schools throughout the Antelope Valley. The program, through on-site assemblies, educates the 
students about the importance of recycling, the 3 R's - Reduce, Reuse & Recycle and the value of keeping our 
environment clean. In 2004, 35 schools participated and collected 22,778 lbs of aluminum cans. 
In addition, a regional Household Hazardous Waste Facility will be operational in June, 2005. This facility will be 
located in Palmdale and will serve the entire Antelope Valley area. In addition to HHW, the facility will also be 
contributing to the City's diversion efforts by collecting e-waste and used tires free of charge from all Los Angeles 
County residents. 
4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

It is our opinion that the CIWMB Adjustment Method is not indicative of the diversion rate for the jurisdiction. The 
adjustment factors, specifically the CPI index, improperly overestimates the value of the ratio used to normalize the 
price between the reporting year and base year, thus resulting in a lower diversion rate. Secondly, the additional 
diversion resulting from the increased construction and demolition activities is not accounted for in the current 
CIWMB Adjustment method, thus resulting in a lower diversion than actual diversion rate. Although the CIWMB is 
addressing these issues in the Working Group, the impact of these weaknesses are not reflected in the current 
Adjustment Method. 

 

The City of Palmdale has 32 programs listed on their year 2002 PARIS Summary.  With the implementation of the 
residential curbside recycling program in 2001, the residential greenwaste curbside program in 2004, and the 
planned construction and demolition ordinance/policy in 2005, the City of Palmdale has targeted all of the major 
waste streams.  In addition, the franchised hauler has been providing unlimited bulky item collection to all Palmdale 
residents since August 2003 and all bulky items that are recyclable have been diverted from the landfill. 
The franchised waste hauler has also retained a full-time recycling coordinator and has been targeting the 
commercial sector by conducting waste audits, providing outreach, and introducing source reduction programs.  
With implementation of the commercial co-mingled recycling programs, the City hopes to increase its diversion in 
the commercial and industrial sector.   
As part of our educational outreach efforts, "Total Trash Out" is a 4-week aluminum can drive contest between 
elementary schools throughout the Antelope Valley. The program, through on-site assemblies, educates the 
students about the importance of recycling, the 3 R’s - Reduce, Reuse & Recycle and the value of keeping our 
environment clean.  In 2004, 35 schools participated and collected 22,778 lbs of aluminum cans.  
In addition, a regional Household Hazardous Waste Facility will be operational in June, 2005.  This facility will be 
located in Palmdale and will serve the entire Antelope Valley area.  In addition to HHW, the facility will also be 
contributing to the City's diversion efforts by collecting e-waste and used tires free of charge from all Los Angeles 
County residents.     
4.   Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

It is our opinion that the CIWMB Adjustment Method is not indicative of the diversion rate for the jurisdiction.  The 
adjustment factors, specifically the CPI index, improperly overestimates the value of the ratio used to normalize the 
price between the reporting year and base year, thus resulting in a lower diversion rate.  Secondly, the additional 
diversion resulting from the increased construction and demolition activities is not accounted for in the current 
CIWMB Adjustment method, thus resulting in a lower diversion than actual diversion rate.  Although the CIWMB is 
addressing these issues in the Working Group, the impact of these weaknesses are not reflected in the current 
Adjustment Method.    
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Section 11113—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 

 

 

Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s efforts in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 
1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

      

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 
 
      

3. Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

      

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
 

      

 

Board Meeting
June 14-15, 2005

Agenda Item 15
     Attachment 15



Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 15 

Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 33% Non-residential % 67% 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

2030-RC-OSP New 

Implement a comingled recycling program for 
commercial sector Franchise 

Agreemen 
t 

May, 2005 2% -4% 

6020-PI-ORD New 

Developing and implementing an appropriate 
construction and demolition waste recycling policy, 
procedures and/or ordinance to address waste 
generated by construction boom experienced by City of 
Palmdale 

City/Waste 
Hauler 

June, 2005 4% - 8% 

3000-CM-RCG Existing 

Realizing the impact of full rollout and promotion of new 
residential greenwaste curbside collection program Franchise 

Agreemen 
t 

December, 
2005 

5% - 8% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
50%+ 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 42% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50%+ 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

5020-ED-OUT New Supporting education and outreach for commercial sector 
program, mailers in segments, to all commercial customers of the 
franchise hauler to save money by implementing recycling 
programs. 

March, 2005 

 

 

Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 33% Non-residential % 67% 

 
PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board’s 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
2030-RC-OSP 

 
 
New 

Implement a comingled recycling program for 
commercial sector 

 
Franchise 
Agreemen
t 

 
May, 2005 

 
2% -4% 

 
 
 
6020-PI-ORD 

 
 
 
New 

Developing and implementing an appropriate 
construction and demolition waste recycling policy, 
procedures and/or ordinance to address waste 
generated by construction boom experienced by City of 
Palmdale  

 
City/Waste 
Hauler 

 
June, 2005 

 
4% - 8% 

 
 
 
3000-CM-RCG 

 
 
 
Existing 

Realizing the impact of full rollout and promotion of new 
residential greenwaste curbside collection program 

 
Franchise 
Agreemen
t  

 
December, 
2005 

 
5% - 8% 

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  
50%+ 

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 42% 

 Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50%+ 

 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPANDED 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 
 
5020-ED-OUT 
 
 
 

 
New 
 
 
 

 
Supporting education and outreach for commercial sector 
program, mailers in segments, to all commercial customers of the 
franchise hauler to save money by implementing recycling 
programs. 
 

 
March, 2005 
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5000-ED-ELC 

5000-ED-ELC 

5010-ED-PRN 

Expand 

New 

Expand 

Education and outreach campaign for the residential recycling 
program using local television media 

Creating an educational DVD for residential commercial and 
multifamily recycling education 

Put in molded graphics on carts for recycling, greenwaste and 
trash. 

December, 2005 

July, 2005 

June, 2005 

5020-ED-OUT New On-site visits and program implementation assistance to 
commercial customers to encourage participation in commercial 
co-mingled recycling program. 

May, 2005 

 

 
5000-ED-ELC 
 
 
5000-ED-ELC 
 
 
5010-ED-PRN 

 
Expand 
 
 
New 
 
 
Expand 
 
 

 
Education and outreach campaign for the residential recycling 
program using local television media 
 
Creating an educational DVD for residential commercial and 
multifamily recycling education  
 
Put in molded graphics on carts for recycling, greenwaste and 
trash.   

 
December, 2005 
 
 
July, 2005 
 
 
June, 2005 

 
5020-ED-OUT 

 
New 

 
On-site visits and program implementation assistance to 
commercial customers to encourage participation in commercial 
co-mingled recycling program. 
   

 
May, 2005 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 

 

Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

 
Residential %       Non-residential %       

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board’s Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG
Central/PARIS/Codes/
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  
      

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report  
      

 Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  
      

 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 

 

 

Section V – PARIS 
Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction’s Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction’s PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions.  
 
Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board’s website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/. 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 
For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, III-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

City of San Gabriel 

County 

Los Angeles 

Authorized Signature ---4.-'

, 

 c:4  
23/ts—  

Title 

Deputy City Manager Or  S4"C-03 Ii: geakm-- 
Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

Steven A. Preston, FAICP 

Date 

May 23, 2005 

Phone  

(626) 308-2810 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Michelle P. Leonard 

Title 

Consultant - SCS Engineers 

Phone 

(562)426-9544 

E-mail Address 

mleonaoSsengineers.com  

Fax 

(562)427-0805 

Mailing Address 

3900 Kilroy Airport Way, Ste 100 

City 

Long Beach 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

913806 
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Section II—Cover 
Board Meeting 

. 
cover1. 

 2005 
This snbet 
Requirement (ADR) 

Sheet 
Agenda Item 15 

Attachment 16 
is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 

requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request 

Please specify 

0 Time 

Specific 

Is this a 
2005 

and Length of Request 

the request desired. 

Extension Request 

years requested _ 

second request? ❑ No 0 Yes Specific years requested. _2004- 

❑ Alternative 

Specific 

Is this a 
years 

Note: Extensions 
January 1, 
three years 
circumstances 
beyond January 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

ADR requested % for the years 

second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 

but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IllA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve SO% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The Citiy has implemented all of its SRRE Programs, and new programs since the SRRE was orignially prepared 
and adopted. The Citiy did not reach 50% diversion because there are still ongoing problems related to the 
Disposal Reporting System. The City is surrounded by unincorporated areas of the County, which are referred 
to as "San Gabriel Unincorporated". As a result, many haulers report the origin of the waste as San Gabriel, 
and it is recorded for the City, instead of the County. The City has an exclusive franchise for residential and 
non-residential waste collection and disposal, however approximately 7,000 to 10,000 tons per year are 
disposed by other haulers. The City is working with the landfills and haulers to identify misreported origin 
waste, and to correct the tonnage reports. In addition, contractors and landscapers alSo dispose of waste 
collected in the City. The City has identified C&D waste as a significant portion of the non-contract hauler 
waste. The City will be implementing a C&D Diversion Ordinance in 2005 to address this portion of the waste 
stream. A discussion of the programs that were proposed and implemented under the first Time Extension is 
included in Section 3. below. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

In 2002, the City requested and received approval for a time extension for 2003. That time extension included a 
number of programs to increase the City's diversion rate to 50%. All of the programs were implemented, except 
the diversion to the Waste to Energy (Wit) facilty of residuals from the MRF. This program was estimated to 
contribute an additional 5.5% to the City's diversion rate. Although Some material was sent to the WTE facility 
the program was not implemented fully. The reason this program was not implemented fully was because the 
City's franchised hauler that operates a mixed waste MRF installed a third sorting line at the facility. It was 
intended that the third line would accomplish the necessary diversion without sending the material to the WTE. 
However, the new line did not accomplish as much diversion as needed for the City of San Gabriel. Therefore, 
the hauler resumed sending material to the WTE facility in 2004. If the hauler is successful in its permitting to 
increase the capacity of its MRF, additional materials will be able to be diverted by the MRF facility. The time 
extension is needed for 2004 and 2005 to realize the full diversion from the WTE. In addition, the City intends 
to implement a C&D Diversion Ordinance in the second quarter of 2005. By the end of the year, this program 
will be in full effect, and will also contribute to increased diversion. The City requires the Time Extension to fully 
realize the effects of both of these programs. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 
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The City has made great strides in the implementation of all its programs. The City's diversion rate increased from 
34% in 2001 to 41 % in 2003. The results of the programs proposed in the previous Time Extension are detailed 
below 
Residential Green waste - estimated diversion: 3%, actual diversion: 4.5% 
Residential MRFing - estimated diversion: 6.0%, actual diversion: 4.4% 
Inerts line at MRF - estimated diversion: 1.0%, actual diversion 1.33% 
Variable can rate - estimated diversion: 0.5%, actual diversion 1.3% 
As indicated, most of the programs met, or exceeded their estimated diversion. The City and franchise hauler 
evaluate on a continuous basis all of its programs' results and effectiveness, and if necessary make adjustments 
the programs. The proposed second time extension includes full implementation of the WTE diversion, 
implementation of a C&D Diversion Ordinance, and supporting policies, including revising the street sweeping 
contract to include diversion of the material, and continued DRS tracking to correct misreported origin tonnage. 

to 

4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section MB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 1118-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome, 

N/A 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

N/A 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

N/A 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADM Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 

N/A 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(13). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 30% Non-residential % 70% 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at 

www.ciwrnbca.gote 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

8000-TR-WTE EXPAND 

Residues from MRF processing of commercial and/or 
residential waste are transformed at Commerce Refuse 
to Energy Facility  

User rates 1/1/04 5.5% 

6020-PI-ORD; Ordinance NEW 

City will adopt an ordinance for the Diversion of 
Construction and Demolition Debris from specified 
construction and demolition projects within the City. 

User rates 10/1/05 4% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
9.5% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 41% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Ettirnated 50.5% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

3060-CM-Goy Government 
composting 

NEW The City will incorporate into its agreement with a street sweepIng 
company to include diversion of street sweeping debris. 

10/2005 

7050-FR-OTH-DRS Tracking EXPANDED The City will continue to track DRS reports and identify 
misreported origin waste. 

1/2004 
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Section IV II--GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % 
1 

Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.govILGCentral/PARISL  

TOTAL P.09 

Board Meeting 
June 14-15, 2005

Agenda Item  15
     Attachment 16



MRY-03-2005 22: 04 

Board Meeting 
June 14-15, 2005 

Agenda Item 15 
Attachment 17 

P. 01 

To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ASR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local ArStistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance. (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Sox 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General instructions: 
For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

of my knowledge, 

Juntdiokon Name 

City of San Marino 

County 

Los Angeles County 

Authorized Signature 

6Wehtiett  i4tis, - --̂ "' 

Title 

City Manager 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

Robert Wishner 

Cate 

I j e iri--  

Phone 

• 
(626)300-0700 

Person completing This Form (please print or type) 

Alyson Budeigh, Aurora Environmental, Inc. 

Title 

President 

Phone 

(801)474-2166 

E-mail Address 

anromonerautah-intetnet 

Fax 

(801)4744167 

- 
 

• 

Mailing Address 

1166 E. Harrison Avenue 

City 

Salt Lake City 

mare 

VT 

ZIP Cede 

84105 

TOTAL P.01 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

A Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

0 Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested and 2005 _2004 

Is this a second request? ❑ No A Yes Specific years requested. _2004 and 
2005 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 

Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 
 

1.  Eligibility  
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)?  

 No.   If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 
2.  Specific Request and Length of Request 
 

Please specify the request desired. 
 

   Time Extension Request 
 

Specific years requested _2004 and 2005______________ 
 
Is this a second request?  No   Yes Specific years requested. _2004 and 
2005______________ 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

 
   Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

 
Specific ADR requested _     __________%, for the years_     _________. 
 
Is this a second ADR request?  No    Yes Specific ADR requested _     ____%, for the  
years _     _______ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

 
Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006.  An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1.  Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

At the time that the first Time Extension Request was submitted, City staff anticipated that the Non-Exclusive 
Refuse Removal Franchise Agreement with one of the haulers serving the City would be terminated soon 
thereafter. On September 11, 2002, the San Marino City Council voted to allow that hauler to complete the 
term of the existing Agreement, which was to expire on June 30, 2003, or as soon as proposals could be 
received and new Agreements became effective. 

Staff distributed the Request for Proposals (RFP) on April 28, 2003, rather than in March 2003, which was the 
distribution date originally planned. When the RFP was distributed, July 1, 2003 was the effective date planned 
for the new Agreements. The delay in distributing the RFP; a lengthy evaluation process related to the receipt 
of eight proposals; development of a more comprehensive contract with improved reporting requirements and 
enforcement provisions; and, contract negotiations related to rates and acceptance of the comprehensive 
contract resulted in the final selection of two hauling contractors by the City Council on September 10, 2003, 
approximately one year after the date originally anticipated in the first Time Extension Request. The two new 
Non-Exclusive Agreements for Solid Waste and Recyclables Collection became effective on October 1, 2003. 
These new agreements and related programs have already resulted in increasing the amount of waste diverted 
through the curbside recycling program and through the MRF processing program. 

The original intent was to include roll-off bin service in the two non-exclusive agreements. This provision would 
have become effective following a five-year notice period to existing, permitted roll-off service providers. When 
the City Council approved the new agreements on September 10, 2003, there was no support for including roll-
off service in the non-exclusive agreements because the Council wanted to maintain competitive roll-off 
services. City staff then began implementing a contingency plan to develop a construction and demolition 
debris ordinance requiring the diversion of 50% of materials generated/collected, rather than only providing 
building permit applicants with recycling information and a 50% diversion goal. The ordinance is anticipated to 
be adopted in early 2005, and will become effective shortly thereafter. As a result, the impact of this 
construction and demolition debris ordinance on the City's diversion rate will not be realized until the end of 
2005. 

2.  Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City is requesting an extension for compliance years 2004 and 2005 because, as discussed above, the 
impact of the construction and demolition debris ordinance on the City's diversion rate will not be realized until 
the end of 2005. 

3.  Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

 

Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s progress in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 
1.   Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 

programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

 At the time that the first Time Extension Request was submitted, City staff anticipated that the Non-Exclusive 
Refuse Removal Franchise Agreement with one of the haulers serving the City would be terminated soon 
thereafter.  On September 11, 2002, the San Marino City Council voted to allow that hauler to complete the 
term of the existing Agreement, which was to expire on June 30, 2003, or as soon as proposals could be 
received and new Agreements became effective.   

 Staff distributed the Request for Proposals (RFP) on April 28, 2003, rather than in March 2003, which was the 
distribution date originally planned.  When the RFP was distributed, July 1, 2003 was the effective date planned 
for the new Agreements.  The delay in distributing the RFP; a lengthy evaluation process related to the receipt 
of eight proposals; development of a more comprehensive contract with improved reporting requirements and 
enforcement provisions; and, contract negotiations related to rates and acceptance of the comprehensive 
contract resulted in the final selection of two hauling contractors by the City Council on September 10, 2003, 
approximately one year after the date originally anticipated in the first Time Extension Request.  The two new 
Non-Exclusive Agreements for Solid Waste and Recyclables Collection became effective on October 1, 2003.  
These new agreements and related programs have already resulted in increasing the amount of waste diverted 
through the curbside recycling program and through the MRF processing program.   

 The original intent was to include roll-off bin service in the two non-exclusive agreements.  This provision would 
have become effective following a five-year notice period to existing, permitted roll-off service providers.  When 
the City Council approved the new agreements on September 10, 2003, there was no support for including roll-
off service in the non-exclusive agreements because the Council wanted to maintain competitive roll-off 
services.  City staff then began implementing a contingency plan to develop a construction and demolition 
debris ordinance requiring the diversion of 50% of materials generated/collected, rather than only providing 
building permit applicants with recycling information and a 50% diversion goal.  The ordinance is anticipated to 
be adopted in early 2005, and will become effective shortly thereafter.  As a result, the impact of this 
construction and demolition debris ordinance on the City's diversion rate will not be realized until the end of 
2005. 

 2.  Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

 The City is requesting an extension for compliance years 2004 and 2005 because, as discussed above, the 
impact of the construction and demolition debris ordinance on the City's diversion rate will not be realized until 
the end of 2005.  

3.   Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 
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The City's calculated diversion rate for 2003 is 30%. The City has had a backyard recycling collection program 
prior to 1990 and implemented a yard waste collection program in 1995. The City also recycles yard waste and 
inerts from its maintenance operations. Additional amounts of inert materials are diverted/salvaged at local 
landfills. Beginning October 2003, a portion of the waste stream is now being processed at a MRF and some of the 
residual materials are transferred to a waste-to-energy facility. Please refer to the PARIS 
diversion programs operating in the City of San Marino. 

printout for additional 

4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

No additional information to be provided. 

 

The City's calculated diversion rate for 2003 is 30%.  The City has had a backyard recycling collection program 
prior to 1990 and implemented a yard waste collection program in 1995.  The City also recycles yard waste and 
inerts from its maintenance operations.  Additional amounts of inert materials are diverted/salvaged at local 
landfills.  Beginning October 2003, a portion of the waste stream is now being processed at a MRF and some of the 
residual materials are transferred to a waste-to-energy facility. Please refer to the PARIS printout for additional 
diversion programs operating in the City of San Marino. 

4.   Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

No additional information to be provided. 
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Section 11113—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 

 

 

Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s efforts in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 
1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

      

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 
 
      

3. Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

      

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
 

      

 

Board Meeting
June 14-15, 2005

Agenda Item 15
     Attachment 17



Board Meeting Agenda Item 15 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 17 

Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 64% Non-residential % 36% 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

4060-SP-CAR New 

Adopt and implement a construction and demolotion 
debris ordinance that will require the diversion of 50% of 
materials from covered projects and by covered haulers. 

Rate 
Structure 

December 
2005 

20% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
20% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 30% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 

 

Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 64% Non-residential % 36% 

 
PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board’s 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
4060-SP-CAR 

 
 
New 

Adopt and implement a construction and demolotion 
debris ordinance that will require the diversion of 50% of 
materials from covered projects and by covered haulers. 

 
Rate 
Structure 

 
December 
2005 

 
20% 

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  
20% 

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 30% 

 Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPANDED 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 

 

Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

 
Residential %       Non-residential %       

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board’s Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG
Central/PARIS/Codes/
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  
      

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report  
      

 Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  
      

 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 

 

 

Section V – PARIS 
Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction’s Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction’s PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions.  
 
Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board’s website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/. 
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To request a Time emulsion (TM or Aiternative Diversion 
sheet and return It to your Office of Woe{ flatulence (01A) 
information requested by 01-A stait. when all documentation 
you lo prepare for your appearance before the Board. It you 
341,8129 to be connected to your OLA representative. 
Mall completed document9 to: . 

California integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
toot I Saws 
PO Box 4023 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

• General inatrUOtiOns:  
For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, III-A, IVA, 
For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections 

Requirement (A1DR). please Complete and sign this request 
at The address below, along with any additional 

received, your (La. representaPie Will WOW with 
about this process, please call (815) 
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has been 

have any questions 
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I, II, 

Section t: Jurisdiction information and Certification 
AC respondents null somplota Otis station. _ — 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the information In this document IS 
and that I am authorized to make this cardfinatIon on behalf oft 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge, 
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City of &Ma Cat 

QOM 

la Angeles 
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Coy (Amager 

t Warne ee Person Sladag 
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Kir Plathitinp 

Data 
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Phone 

(21)255492 
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23029 Valnnani Baulovat0; 

• SUCt• 309 
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Santa Clarks 

State 

CA 

Zip Pyle 

913564100 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

A Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

0 Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _2005 

Is this a second request? ❑ No A Yes Specific years requested. _2003, 
2004 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 

Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 
 

1.  Eligibility  
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)?  

 No.   If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 
2.  Specific Request and Length of Request 
 

Please specify the request desired. 
 

   Time Extension Request 
 

Specific years requested _2005______________ 
 
Is this a second request?  No   Yes Specific years requested. _2003, 
2004______________ 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

 
   Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

 
Specific ADR requested _     __________%, for the years_     _________. 
 
Is this a second ADR request?  No    Yes Specific ADR requested _     ____%, for the  
years _     _______ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

 
Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006.  An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

Although the City discovered that its diversion rate was in need of improvement in mid-2000, it was not able to 
immediately implement its proposed changes. The reason being that all of the studies and reports 
commisioned by the City to determine the cause of its low diversion rate were not completed until early 2002. 
Once the Council evaluated the results and examined the status of the City's current programs, they decided to 

Continued in addendum 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

Since the City was constricted with its original franchise agreements, the City was not able to immediately 
implement the new programs that it felt would have gotten the City to or even above required diversion rates. 
Additionally, the lack of funds to implement needed additional programs severely limited the City. Now that the 
new commercial franchise agreement is currently in place, a portion of the new residential franchise agreement 
is in place, and the City has some of the funding needed to implement more programs, additional time is 
needed for the programs to have the desired effect on the City's diversion rate. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

The City has taken several steps to not only demonstrate good faith efforts, but to also create programs that will 
provide long-term solutions to the City's waste disposal needs. Since the City's last request for a time extension, 
the City has implemented the following programs: 

1. Increased the size of the standard commingled recycling container from 32-gallons to 96-gallons; 
2. Increased the size of the standard greenwaste container from 64-gallons to 96-gallons; 
3. Offered unlimited residential commingled recycling and greenwaste collection services; 

4. Required the residential hauler to implement a multi-famiily outreach program and to perform a certain number 
Continued in addendum 
4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

The City believes that in time, the City will be able to obtain the additional diversion needed to not only comply with 
the 50% waste diversion requirement, but to exceed it and to get closer to its 75% waste diversion goal. For 
example, since implementing the larger commingled recycling containers and greenwaste containers program, 
based on the data that the City currently has available, the City has increased its residential recycling by 42% and 
its greenwaste collections by 4%. Additionally, the City has been able to obtain several other new programs 
through its franchise agreements that will not be in effect until the near future, beyond the end of 2005. The City 
has brought its current diversion issues to the attention of the haulers and is working with them to see if some of the 
programs can be implemented earlier than their scheduled dates. Some of the future planned programs that the 
City is discussing with its haulers are the commercial mixed waste processing of 50 to 65 percent of the commercial 
sector, a volume-based rate residential pilot program, and a residential food waste diversion program. 

 

Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s progress in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 
1.   Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 

programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

Although the City discovered that its diversion rate was in need of improvement in mid-2000, it was not able to 
immediately implement its proposed changes.  The reason being that all of the studies and reports 
commisioned by the City to determine the cause of its low diversion rate were not completed until early 2002.  
Once the Council evaluated the results and examined the status of the City's current programs, they decided to 

Continued in addendum  

 2.  Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

Since the City was constricted with its original franchise agreements, the City was not able to immediately 
implement the new programs that it felt would have gotten the City to or even above required diversion rates.  
Additionally, the lack of funds to implement needed additional programs severely limited the City.  Now that the 
new commercial franchise agreement is currently in place, a portion of the new residential franchise agreement 
is in place, and the City has some of the funding needed to implement more programs, additional time is 
needed for the programs to have the desired effect on the City's diversion rate. 

3.   Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

The City has taken several steps to not only demonstrate good faith efforts, but to also create programs that will 
provide long-term solutions to the City's waste disposal needs.  Since the City's last request for a time extension, 
the City has implemented the following programs: 
1.  Increased the size of the standard commingled recycling container from 32-gallons to 96-gallons; 
2.  Increased the size of the standard greenwaste container from 64-gallons to 96-gallons; 
3.  Offered unlimited residential commingled recycling and greenwaste collection services; 
4.  Required the residential hauler to implement a multi-famiily outreach program and to perform a certain number 
Continued in addendum  
4.   Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

The City believes that in time, the City will be able to obtain the additional diversion needed to not only comply with 
the 50% waste diversion requirement, but to exceed it and to get closer to its 75% waste diversion goal.  For 
example, since implementing the larger commingled recycling containers and greenwaste containers program, 
based on the data that the City currently has available, the City has increased its residential recycling by 42% and 
its greenwaste collections by 4%.  Additionally, the City has been able to obtain several other new programs 
through its franchise agreements that will not be in effect until the near future, beyond the end of 2005.  The City 
has brought its current diversion issues to the attention of the haulers and is working with them to see if some of the 
programs can be implemented earlier than their scheduled dates.  Some of the future planned programs that the 
City is discussing with its haulers are the commercial mixed waste processing of 50 to 65 percent of the commercial 
sector, a volume-based rate residential pilot program, and a residential food waste diversion program. 
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Section 11113—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 

 

 

Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s efforts in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 
1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

      

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 
 
      

3. Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

      

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 30 Non-residential % 70 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

2030-RC-OSP 

7000-FR-MRF 

Expand 

New 

Commercial recycling is now provided free of charge. 
The City has also expanded the list of recyclables that 
are accepted through the recycling program. Since the 
free recycling program was implemented, the City has 
experienced a 15% increase in the amount of 
commercial diversion. The monthly diversion tonnage 
continues to increase. 

The commercial hauler is required to site and construct 
a mechanized MRF in the City. The City will have the 
option to purchase the MRF at the end of the franchise 
term for remaining debt services. In the meantime, until 
the new MRF is constructed, the commercial hauler will 
collect approximately 300 tons of commercial waste per 
week that will be processed at an existing MRF with a 
minimum 45 percent recovery rate. 

City/ 
Franchise 

Started in 
August 2004 

Construction 
scheduled to 
start in 2005 
and be 
completed in 
2006 

3 

2050-RC-SCH New 

Implementation of a high school recycling pilot program. 
The City used grant funds from the Department of 
Conservation for the purchase of trash and recycling 
containers for a local high school and partnered with a 
student organization in the high school for the program. 
The student organization helps run the program by 
servicing the recycling containers and making 
observations of the results of the program. The 
organization is scheduled to make a presentation on 
their findings and will offer recommendations to the City 
and other local schools on how to implement other 
similar programs. 

City September 
2004 

<1 

5020-ED-OUT Expand 

The City along with the franchised haulers will be doing 
site waste audits for commercial locations, the 
residential hauler will be doing outreach to multi-family 
residential locations, the City is actively participating in a 
commercial environmental committee hosted by the 
Santa Clarita Valley Chamber of Commerce, and the 
City will more aggressively recognize local WRAP 
winners and will work with the commercial hauler to 
encourage more businesses to apply for an award. 

City/ 
Franchise 

Started in 
August 2004 

2 

6020-PI-ORD New 

The City will establish an ordinance requiring the 
diversion of construction and demolition debris. The 
City will require local contractors to use permitted roll-
off/temporary bin providers for their waste disposal 
needs or to obtain a temporary permit for their project. 
Permit holders will be required to divert a minimum 
amount of waste, will be given financial incentives to 
divert more, and will also be required to provide a waste 
diversion plan for all large projects. 

City June 2005 5 

 

 

Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 30 Non-residential % 70 

 
PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board’s 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
2030-RC-OSP 
 
 
 
 
7000-FR-MRF 

 
 
Expand 
 
 
 
 
New 

 
 
Commercial recycling is now provided free of charge.  
The City has also expanded the list of recyclables that 
are accepted through the recycling program. Since the 
free recycling program was implemented, the City has 
experienced a 15% increase in the amount of 
commercial diversion. The monthly diversion tonnage 
continues to increase.  
 
The commercial hauler is required to site and construct 
a mechanized MRF in the City.  The City will have the 
option to purchase the MRF at the end of the franchise 
term for remaining debt services. In the meantime, until 
the new MRF is constructed, the commercial hauler will 
collect approximately 300 tons of commercial waste per 
week that will be processed at an existing MRF with a 
minimum 45 percent recovery rate.   

 
 
City/ 
Franchise 

 
 
Started in 
August 2004 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Construction 
scheduled to 
start in 2005 
and be 
completed in 
2006 
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2050-RC-SCH 

 
 
 
New 

Implementation of a high school recycling pilot program.  
The City used grant funds from the Department of 
Conservation for the purchase of trash and recycling 
containers for a local high school and partnered with a 
student organization in the high school for the program.  
The student organization helps run the program by 
servicing the recycling containers and making 
observations of the results of the program.  The 
organization is scheduled to make a presentation on 
their findings and will offer recommendations to the City 
and other local schools on how to implement other 
similar programs. 

 
City 

 
September 
2004 

 
<1 

 
 
 
5020-ED-OUT 

 
 
 
Expand 

The City along with the franchised haulers will be doing 
site waste audits for commercial locations, the 
residential hauler will be doing outreach to multi-family 
residential locations, the City is actively participating in a 
commercial environmental committee hosted by the 
Santa Clarita Valley Chamber of Commerce, and the 
City will more aggressively recognize local WRAP 
winners and will work with the commercial hauler to 
encourage more businesses to apply for an award. 

 
City/ 
Franchise 

 
Started in 
August 2004 

 
2 

 
 
6020-PI-ORD 

 
 
New 

The City will establish an ordinance requiring the 
diversion of construction and demolition debris.  The 
City will require local contractors to use permitted roll-
off/temporary bin providers for their waste disposal 
needs or to obtain a temporary permit for their project.  
Permit holders will be required to divert a minimum 
amount of waste, will be given financial incentives to 
divert more, and will also be required to provide a waste 
diversion plan for all large projects. 

 
City 
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Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
10 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 40 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

3040-CM-FWC New The residential hauler will collect food waste as part of the 
greenwaste collection program. 

Scheduled to 
commence in April of 
2006, however staff is 
in negotiations to 
commence the 
program prior to the 
commencement date. 

6010-PI-EIN New The residential hauler will do a variable can rate pilot program at a 
minimum of three neighborhoods providing the service to a 
minimum of 500 residents per neighborhood. If the program is 
successful the hauler will work with the City in coordinating a 
citywide program. 

Scheduled to 
commence in October 
of 2006, however, staff 
is in negotiations to 
commence the 
program prior to the 
commencement date. 

2010-RC-DRP New Bus stop trash and recycling program. The City currently has 
approximately 60 sets of containers located at the most frequented 
bus stops around the City. The City will be gradually expanding 
the number of containers that will be serviced until a total of 300 
bus stops will be furnished with the containers. 

April 2009 

 

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  
10 

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 40 
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PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPANDED 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 
 
3040-CM-FWC 

 
New 

 
The residential hauler will collect food waste as part of the 
greenwaste collection program. 

 
Scheduled to 
commence in April of 
2006, however staff is 
in negotiations to 
commence the 
program prior to the 
commencement date. 

 
6010-PI-EIN 

 
New 

 
The residential hauler will do a variable can rate pilot program at a 
minimum of three neighborhoods providing the service to a 
minimum of 500 residents per neighborhood.  If the program is 
successful the hauler will work with the City in coordinating a 
citywide program. 

 
Scheduled to 
commence in October 
of 2006, however, staff 
is in negotiations to 
commence the 
program prior to the 
commencement date. 

 
2010-RC-DRP 

 
New 

 
Bus stop trash and recycling program.  The City currently has 
approximately 60 sets of containers located at the most frequented 
bus stops around the City.  The City will be gradually expanding 
the number of containers that will be serviced until a total of 300 
bus stops will be furnished with the containers. 

 
April 2009 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 

 

Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 
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EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
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DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 
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PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPAND 
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DATE FULLY 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 

 

 

Section V – PARIS 
Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction’s Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction’s PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions.  
 
Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board’s website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/. 
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Time Extension Request Form Attachment 

Section ILIA (1) 

put the City's franchise agreements out to bid. The intense request for proposals (RFP) 
process started in March of 2002 and was not completed until November of 2003. 
Through the process, the City was able to request several new and innovative programs 
from both the selected commercial and residential haulers. Unfortunately, since the City 
had an evergreen clause in all of its previous agreements, the new commercial franchise 
agreement did not go into effect until August I, 2004 and the new residential franchise 
agreement will not go into effect until April 15, 2006. 

Commercial services started in August of 2004 and as part of the new commercial 
services the hauler is now providing free collection services, in comparison to offering a 
discounted rate for recycling services as it was written in the previous franchise 
agreements. Although recycling services are now being provided free of charge, it will 
still take a short while before businesses take MI advantage of the program and for the 
hauler to implement it to its maximum benefit. The City is requiring the hauler to do 
outreach to encourage businesses to recycle and has also required the hauler to have a 
recycling coordinator on staff who is required to do site visits and to help businesses find 
ways to recycle. Additionally, the new franchise agreement requires the hauler to 
implement mixed-waste processing of at least 50 to 65 percent of the waste that they 
collect to further capture diversion, it gives financial incentives for meeting diversion 
goals, and it gives financial penalties for failing to meet minimum diversion 
requirements. 

Although the residential franchise will not be in effect until April of 2006, the City has 
managed to get some new programs in place before then. One such program was the 
delivery of new recycling and greenwaste containers. Originally, single-family homes 
had 32-gallon commingled recycling containers and a 64-gallon greenwaste container. 
As part of the City's new agreement with the residential hauler, the hauler was required 
to provide new 96-gallon commingled recycling and new 96-gallon greenwaste 
containers to all single-family homes, even the homes that are not located in their present 
franchised areas (in April of 2006 the hauler will service the City's entire residential 
sector). Additionally, the City required the hauler to implement a multi-family outreach 
program to enhance its multi-family recycling efforts. Currently the hauler is working on 
preparing a new brochure for the outreach program and is required to start submitting 
updates with their monthly reports indicating their progress in communicating with multi-
family dwellings and encouraging them to recycle. 

As outlined in the City's original SE 1066 request, the City did implement a diaper-
recycling pilot program. Unfortunately, based on the findings of the pilot program, the 
City Council determined that the City would be able to obtain higher diversion for a 
lower cost with other diversion programs. Based on the pilot data taken from the 
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communities selected for the program, if the City were to roll-out a citywide program, the 
diversion would only be approximately 0.21 percent at best. 

In the City's original SB 1066 request, the City also listed that it will hire a new 
employee to assist with diversion efforts and will create a new program for diverting 
construction and demolition debris (C&D). Due to budget constraints and the timing for 
receiving its needed funding, the City has not yet hired a new employee. The Council 
approved the hiring of a new employee through the City's 2004/2005 mid-year budget 
process and it is estimated that the employee will be put into place in 2005. Due to the 
lack of funds and a time consuming R.FP process, the City was not able to implement a 
C&D diversion program either. However, funds are now available to implement the 
program. With these funds, the City will work on a C&D diversion ordinance along with 
a permitting system for roll-off and temporary bin providers, putting the responsibility on 
them to insure that the materials get diverted. 

Section MA (3) 
of site visits to multi-family complexes in order to encourage the locations to recycle; 

5. Increased the amount of recyclables accepted through the residential and commercial 
commingled recycling program to also include plastic bags, shrink wrap, plastic toys, 
plastic tools, other plastics identified as recyclable, steel, scrap metal, coat hangers, 
metal foil, non-metallic wrapping paper, and empty aerosol containers; 

6. Offered free commercial recycling services; 
7. Required the commercial hauler to perform waste audits and to work one-on-one with 

businesses to implement diversion programs; 
8. Implemented a diaper recycling pilot program (unfortunately, based on the results of 

the program, the Council decided that other diversion efforts would provide the City 
with greater diversion at a lower cost); 

9. Implemented a bus stop trash and recycling program (currently at approximately 60 
bus stops, although the number of stops will increase to 150 by April of 2006 and will 
continue to gradually increase until it is offered at 300 bus stops); 

10. Enhanced its outreach program which now includes the use of a mascot to assign a 
character to the City's program and to create program recognition; 

11. Partnered with a high school student organization to create a high school campus 
recycling pilot program through the purchase of approximately $15,000 worth of 
trash and recycling containers and the use of City resources (the student organization 
will be compiling the results of their program and will be presenting to the City their 
results along with recommendations on how the City can get other high schools to 
recycle in the near future); 

12. Allocated funds for the hiring of an additional staff member to assist with solid waste 
related issues; and 

13. Allocated funds for staff to start and implement a C&D ordinance/non-exclusive 
franchise system. 

BAL 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-143 (Revised) 

Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The Following 
Jurisdictions; City Of Glendora, City Of Lawndale, City Of Palmdale, City Of San Gabriel, And 
City Of Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County 

WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative Diversion 
Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has previously approved each of the above-listed jurisdictions' first SB1066 
Time Extension Application; and 

WHEREAS, the jurisdictions have subsequently found that they need additional time to either implement, 
fully implement, or expand those programs described in their respective second SB1066 Time Extension 
requests; and 

WHEREAS, based on staff's review of the jurisdictions' progress to-date in implementing the programs 
described in their respective first Plan of Correction, Board staff believes that each jurisdiction has made 
a good faith effort to implement those programs, but needs additional time to either implement, fully 
implement, or expand the programs described in its second Plan of Correction; and 

WHEREAS, the jurisdictions have submitted the necessary information and documentation required in a 
completed SB1066 Time Extension application; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts these jurisdictions' second 
SB 1066 Time Extension applications for a second extension through December 31, 2005, to implement 
their respective SRREs and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs these jurisdictions to report on their 
progress in implementing their Plan of Correction by submitting a six month status report, and a final 
report at the end of the extension in conjunction with the annual report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly 
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-143 (Revised) 

Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The Following 
Jurisdictions; City Of Glendora, City Of Lawndale, City Of Palmdale, City Of San Gabriel, And 
City Of Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County 
 
WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative Diversion 
Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board has previously approved each of the above-listed jurisdictions’ first SB1066 
Time Extension Application; and 
 
WHEREAS, the jurisdictions have subsequently found that they need additional time to either implement, 
fully implement, or expand those programs described in their respective second SB1066 Time Extension 
requests; and 
 
WHEREAS, based on staff’s review of the jurisdictions’ progress to-date in implementing the programs 
described in their respective first Plan of Correction, Board staff believes that each jurisdiction has made 
a good faith effort to implement those programs, but needs additional time to either implement, fully 
implement, or expand the programs described in its second Plan of Correction; and 
 
WHEREAS, the jurisdictions have submitted the necessary information and documentation required in a 
completed SB1066 Time Extension application;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts these jurisdictions’ second 
SB 1066 Time Extension applications for a second extension through December 31, 2005, to implement 
their respective SRREs and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs these jurisdictions to report on their 
progress in implementing their Plan of Correction by submitting a six month status report, and a final 
report at the end of the extension in conjunction with the annual report. 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly 
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 16 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Rialto, San 
Bernardino County 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The City of Rialto (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request for meeting 
the 50 percent diversion requirement. Staff review indicates that while the City has been 
implementing the source reduction and recycling programs selected in its Source 
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the proposed Plan 
of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement. The City currently has a 
49 percent diversion rate for 2001, 47 percent for 2002, and 44 percent in 2003. The City 
is requesting to extend the due date for achieving 50 percent diversion through December 
31, 2005. Staff's analysis of the City's Plan of Correction indicates the plan is 
reasonable, given the City's waste stream. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City's 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on August 17-18, 2004. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement 
diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City's application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and 
continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise 
its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City's application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City's application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1: approve the City's application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good 
faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future 
implementation. 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Rialto, San 
Bernardino County 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The City of Rialto (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request for meeting 
the 50 percent diversion requirement.  Staff review indicates that while the City has been 
implementing the source reduction and recycling programs selected in its Source 
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the proposed Plan 
of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement.  The City currently has a 
49 percent diversion rate for 2001, 47 percent for 2002, and 44 percent in 2003.  The City 
is requesting to extend the due date for achieving 50 percent diversion through December 
31, 2005.  Staff’s analysis of the City’s Plan of Correction indicates the plan is 
reasonable, given the City’s waste stream. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City’s 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on August 17-18, 2004. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement 
diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City’s application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and 
continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise 
its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

 
IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve the City’s application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good 
faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future 
implementation. 
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V. ANALYSIS 

1.  
A. Key Issues and 

Background 
Findings 
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41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
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a request for an extension, the board shall specify 

two or three year extension for meeting the 
conditions are met: 

all required planning elements; 
is making a good faith effort to implement 

of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 
the extension expires including: the programs 

the dates of implementation, and the 

below. 
2.  

Public Resources 
County, and Regional 
result of this review, 
achieved the diversion 
implement diversion 
or that a compliance 
implement its 

Alternatively, 
petition for one 
requirement for 
January 1, 2006 

PRC Section 41820(b) 
"(1) When 
specific 
(2) Nothing 
request 
(3) If the 
its reasons 

The Board may 
diversion requirements 
• The jurisdiction 
• The Board 

the programs 
• The jurisdiction 

that it will 
means of funding. 

Basis for staffs 
Staffs analysis is based upon 
Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

City of Rialto Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Steam Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non- 
Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1990 50 51 49 47 44 9.36 97,100 59 41 

SB 1066 Data 

Extension End 
Date 

Program Review Site Visit 
by Board Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed Diversion 
Increase 

12/31/2005 2002 
Final Report with the 

Annual Report 
6% 
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V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction’s) SRRE at least once every two years.  As a 
result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented programs and 
achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to 
implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent diversion requirement; 
or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction that has failed to adequately 
implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the diversion requirement.  
 
Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make 
specific recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify 
its reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

 
2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

 
City of Rialto Key Jurisdiction Conditions 

Waste Steam Data 
Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non-
Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1990 50 51 49 47 44 9.36 97,100 59 41 
  

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 

Date 
Program Review Site Visit 

by Board Staff 
Reporting Frequency Proposed Diversion 

Increase 

12/31/2005 2002 Final Report with the  
Annual Report 6% 
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City's geographic location: The City of Rialto is located in the Inland Empire of San 
Bernardino County. 

Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application: 
Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 

the jurisdiction's explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staffs analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staffs analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction's 
waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction's SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 

a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 
b. includes source reduction, recycling, and composting programs the City will 

implement the expansion of the existing programs; 
c. identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
d. identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs. 

The jurisdiction's Plan of Correction meets the above requirements. Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction's current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit. Based on Board staff's understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction's proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable. The 
jurisdiction's request and staff's analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar size, 
geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per PRC 
Section 41821(b)(5)]. Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim status 
report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension submitted with the Annual Report. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because they meet the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating that it will meet 

the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the 
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City’s geographic location: The City of Rialto is located in the Inland Empire of San 
Bernardino County. 
 
Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application:  
Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 

the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction’s 
waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
    a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           b. includes source reduction, recycling, and composting programs the City will 
implement the expansion of the existing programs; 

     c. identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     d. identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
The jurisdiction’s Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction’s proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable.  The 
jurisdiction’s request and staff’s analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

 
In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar size, 
geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per PRC 
Section 41821(b)(5)].  Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim status 
report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension submitted with the Annual Report.
 
3.  Findings

Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because they meet the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating that it will meet 

the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the 
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programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, 
and the means of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented 
programs is provided in Attachment 2. Because of the jurisdiction's efforts 
and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 
requirement as outlined in their respective Plan of Correction, staff is recommending 
approval of their first SB1066 time extension application. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, 
allows the Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

Agenda Item-16 

diversion 
to-date 

related 

increase 

programs 
will 

Section 

and 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for the City of Rialto 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

21.5 51.2 21.7 0.4 2.4 0.4 0.2 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for City of Rialto 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

41,254 49,338 17.4 
* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional representative, 
there are no environmental justice issues related to this item in this community 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. The City promotes the 
to all of its residents with mailers and advertising and provides a Spanish 
language option on the hot line and Spanish translation is provided at 
booths at major events such as the Pollution Prevention Fair that attracts 
thousands of attendees. 

programs 

all of the 
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programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, 
and the means of funding. 

 
A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 2.  Because of the jurisdiction’s efforts to-date 
and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 
requirement as outlined in their respective Plan of Correction, staff is recommending 
approval of their first SB1066 time extension application.   
 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, and 
allows the Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.    

2000 Census Data – Demographics for the City of Rialto 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

21.5 51.2 21.7 0.4 2.4 0.4 0.2 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of Rialto 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

41,254 49,338 17.4 
* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, 
there are no environmental justice issues related to this item in this community. 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The City promotes the programs 
to all of its residents with mailers and advertising and provides a Spanish 
language option on the hot line and Spanish translation is provided at all of the 
booths at major events such as the Pollution Prevention Fair that attracts 
thousands of attendees. 
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• Project Benefits. The expansion of the existing and implementation of the 
additional programs listed in Attachment 1 of this item will help to increase the 
City's diversion rates. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions' 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City's efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated,) strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Rialto 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Rialto 
3. Program Listing for the City of Rialto 
4. Resolution Number 2005-135 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Rebecca Brown Phone: (916) 341-6680 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff: NA Phone: NA 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

City of Rialto 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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• Project Benefits.  The expansion of the existing and implementation of the 
additional programs listed in Attachment 1 of this item will help to increase the 
City’s diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated,) strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Rialto 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Rialto 
3. Program Listing for the City of Rialto 
4. Resolution Number 2005-135 

 
VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 

A.  Program Staff:  Rebecca Brown                            Phone:  (916) 341-6680 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  NA                             Phone:   NA 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

City of Rialto 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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City of Rialto First Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers 
• 

Reasons 
• 

in Recycling: 
The City has struggled with effective 
commercial recycling programs mostly due to 
the number of small businesses. It is either not 
cost effective for them to get recycling bins or 
they do not have the space for such. The City 
continues to work with its waste hauler to 
develop business acceptable programs. Staff 
has completed an audit of businesses and has 
developed a list of those with high recyclable 
waste content for a "direct load" program, 
which eliminates the need for an additional bin. 

for First Time Extension: 
Currently, a major freeway is being constructed 
through the City north end, an area with a lot of 
open land. This has created interest in 
commercial and residential development in the 
last few years. The City will need to 
aggressively address this change in its 
commercial make-up and is in the process of 
implementing programs relative to the business 
community This additional time will allow for 

Commercial Recycling Program 
The City has had challenges instituting source separated 
collection of recyclables with small businesses but the 
City has never the less persuaded a small number of 
businesses to voluntarily participate in commercial on-
site collection of source-separated recycling. It is 
reasonable for the City and the hauler to see if they can 
improve diversion from the businesses by implementing 
commercial select routing for concentrated loads of 
clean recyclable materials. Conducting an audit of what 
appear to be the most likely candidates for clean loads, 
increases the City's chances for improved diversion once 
those select loads have been taken to the MRF for 
sorting. The City will need time to determine if their 
efforts will result in the estimated diversion, or if 
modifications will be needed. 

these programs to get up and running 
effectively. 

Barriers 
• 

Reasons 
• 

in Commercial Self Haul: 
There have been no opportunities for self- 
haulers to divert materials at the County 
landfills. 
for First Time Extension: 
Staff has been working with San Bernardino 
County (through Zero Waste Communities of 
San Bernardino County) in developing self haul 
recycling at the local landfill but those 
programs are just starting up in 2005. 

Commercial Self Haul 
Generators taking self-hauled materials to the County 
landfills previously had no opportunity to source-
separate recyclables. As part of its SB 1066 Time 
Extension, the County has been starting up drop off 
programs during 2005. As programs are ramped up at 
the various landfills, the generators from Rialto will be 
able to divert materials at those sites. These drop-off 
opportunities will take time not only for the County to 
establish its programs, but also for self-haulers to adapt 
to the changes available to them now for recycling of 
metals, wood, inerts, brush and other items. 

Barriers 
• 

in Construction and Demolition: 
Due to the desire to attract commercial 
development, the City has not wished to 
entertain any C&D ordinance which would 
hamper this effort. However, recognizing the 
impact C&D does have on Rialto's diversion, 
the City has begun negotiations with its 
franchised hauler to implement a mixed 
construction and demolition debris program 
which would include sorting at the hauler 
owned MRF. 

Construction and Demolition 
The City has recognized that new construction and 
remodeling projects have been contributing to increased 
disposal and decreased diversion. The City's existing 
programs have not been able to meet the changing 
demands for diversion from this growth. It is appropriate 
that the City is beginning negotiations with the hauler to 
create programs to fill those program gaps and improve 
diversion of C&D materials. Although the City has not 
developed the details of its C&D program, it will include 
monitoring the effectiveness of the program, to ensure 
the diversion of C&D materials will be important. 
Board Staff will work with the City to provide technical 
assistance with its C&D program to help the City 
maximize C&D diversion, including any providing 
successful models from other jurisdictions. 
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City of Rialto First Time Extension Application Matrix 
 
Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Recycling: 
• The City has struggled with effective 

commercial recycling programs mostly due to 
the number of small businesses.  It is either not 
cost effective for them to get recycling bins or 
they do not have the space for such.  The City 
continues to work with its waste hauler to 
develop business acceptable programs.  Staff 
has completed an audit of businesses and has 
developed a list of those with high recyclable 
waste content for a "direct load" program, 
which eliminates the need for an additional bin.  

 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  

• Currently, a major freeway is being constructed 
through the City north end, an area with a lot of 
open land.  This has created interest in 
commercial and residential development in the 
last few years.  The City will need to 
aggressively address this change in its 
commercial make-up and is in the process of 
implementing programs relative to the business 
community.  This additional time will allow for 
these programs to get up and running 
effectively. 

Commercial Recycling Program 
The City has had challenges instituting source separated 
collection of recyclables with small businesses but the 
City has never the less persuaded a small number of 
businesses to voluntarily participate in commercial on-
site collection of source-separated recycling.  It is 
reasonable for the City and the hauler to see if they can 
improve diversion from the businesses by implementing 
commercial select routing for concentrated loads of 
clean recyclable materials.  Conducting an audit of what 
appear to be the most likely candidates for clean loads, 
increases the City’s chances for improved diversion once 
those select loads have been taken to the MRF for 
sorting. The City will need time to determine if their 
efforts will result in the estimated diversion, or if 
modifications will be needed.   

Barriers in Commercial Self Haul: 
• There have been no opportunities for self-

haulers to divert materials at the County 
landfills.   

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• Staff has been working with San Bernardino 

County (through Zero Waste Communities of 
San Bernardino County) in developing self haul 
recycling at the local landfill but those 
programs are just starting up in 2005. 

 

Commercial Self Haul 
Generators taking self-hauled materials to the County 
landfills previously had no opportunity to source-
separate recyclables. As part of its SB 1066 Time 
Extension, the County has been starting up drop off 
programs during 2005. As programs are ramped up at 
the various landfills, the generators from Rialto will be 
able to divert materials at those sites.  These drop-off 
opportunities will take time not only for the County to 
establish its programs, but also for self-haulers to adapt 
to the changes available to them now for recycling of 
metals, wood, inerts, brush and other items.    

Barriers in Construction and Demolition: 
• Due to the desire to attract commercial 

development, the City has not wished to 
entertain any C&D ordinance which would 
hamper this effort. However, recognizing the 
impact C&D does have on Rialto's diversion, 
the City has begun negotiations with its 
franchised hauler to implement a mixed 
construction and demolition debris program 
which would include sorting at the hauler 
owned MRF.   

Construction and Demolition 
The City has recognized that new construction and 
remodeling projects have been contributing to increased 
disposal and decreased diversion.  The City’s existing 
programs have not been able to meet the changing 
demands for diversion from this growth. It is appropriate 
that the City is beginning negotiations with the hauler to 
create programs to fill those program gaps and improve 
diversion of C&D materials. Although the City has not 
developed the details of its C&D program, it will include 
monitoring the effectiveness of the program, to ensure 
the diversion of C&D materials will be important.  
Board Staff will work with the City to provide technical 
assistance with its C&D program to help the City 
maximize C&D diversion, including any providing 
successful models from other jurisdictions. 
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Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

Material Recovery Facility 
The "select load" program will focus on businesses 
with a large amount of recyclables such as cardboard 
and paper in their waste. Their trash will be collected 
and taken to the MRF for sorting. These materials are 
recovered without the need for a recycling bin and the 
necessary space for such, and any increase in fees to 
the customer. 

Staff concurs that with the 
implementation of the commercial select 
route, and sorting of the materials at the 
MRF, the City will improve its 
commercial sector diversion. 

1% 

Commercial On-Site Pick-Up 
The City has recently developed a list of bars, 
restaurants and nightclubs for our waste hauler to 
develop a glass beverage container collection 
program. 

The City and hauler identified this as an 
untapped waste stream and upon 
evaluation, determined it would add at 
least the estimated 1 percent. Staff 
concurs that by implementing a 
collection route for these source 
separated glass beverage containers the 
City will improve its diversion rate. 

1% 

Commercial Self-Haul 
Through membership in the Zero Waste Communities 
of San Bernardino County, a self-haul survey has been 
completed and it is expected that an on-site landfill 
recycling program will be implemented by San 
Bernardino County in 2005. 

The County will be accepting a variety of 
materials such as scrap lumber, brush, 
scrap metals, clean dry wall, and inerts at 
County landfills. The program will 
enable the City's self-haul generators to 
decrease disposal of recyclable materials 
and improve the City's diversion rate. 

1% 

Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 
The City decided to increase its street sweeping 
activity and in looking at the program decided to 
screen the debris and divert the clean dirt. Estimated 
at 2,500 tons. 

The street sweepings previously had 
been disposed. The City and hauler have 
determined this waste would increase its 
diversion rate. Staff agrees this change 
in the management of street sweepings 
will be beneficial given the significant 
tonnage. 

3% 

Material Exchange 
The City has sponsored a free City-wide yard sale 
each year since 1999 to promote Second Chance 
Week. Each year the participation has increased by 
an average of 20%. We will continue to sponsor this 
program and plan to develop a more widespread 
promotion through a regional newspaper. San 
Bernardino County has joined with Cal Max and the 
City will promote this exchange program to its 
businesses and non-profits, in addtion to local 
residents, via City publications. 

Staff agrees the City can improve 
participation in the City-wide yard sale 
with increased promotion and that the 
City's partnership with the County's 
materials exchange program can also 
help improve diversion, especially in the 
commercial sector. 

<1% 

Special Collection Events 
In negotiations with our hauler, two bulky item pick- 
ups were added in April 2004. If this reduces self- 
haul of these bulky items by residents, recyclables 
(such as metals) can be pulled out. 

Staff agrees with the City that by 
offering improved collection services of 
bulky items at the curb, diversion can be 
increased. 

<1% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 6% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 44% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 
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Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

Material Recovery Facility 
The "select load" program will focus on businesses 
with a large amount of recyclables such as cardboard 
and paper in their waste.  Their trash will be collected 
and taken to the MRF for sorting.  These materials are 
recovered without the need for a recycling bin and the 
necessary space for such, and any increase in fees to 
the customer. 

Staff concurs that with the 
implementation of the commercial select 
route, and sorting of the materials at the 
MRF, the City will improve its 
commercial sector diversion.  

1% 

Commercial On-Site Pick-Up 
The City has recently developed a list of bars, 
restaurants and nightclubs for our waste hauler to 
develop a glass beverage container collection 
program. 

The City and hauler identified this as an 
untapped waste stream and upon 
evaluation, determined it would add at 
least the estimated 1 percent. Staff 
concurs that by implementing a 
collection route for these source 
separated glass beverage containers the 
City will improve its diversion rate. 

1% 

Commercial Self-Haul 
Through membership in the Zero Waste Communities 
of San Bernardino County, a self-haul survey has been 
completed and it is expected that an on-site landfill 
recycling program will be implemented by San 
Bernardino County in 2005. 

The County will be accepting a variety of 
materials such as scrap lumber, brush, 
scrap metals, clean dry wall, and inerts at 
County landfills. The program will 
enable the City’s self-haul generators to 
decrease disposal of recyclable materials 
and improve the City’s diversion rate. 
 

1% 

Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 
The City decided to increase its street sweeping 
activity and in looking at the program decided to 
screen the debris and divert the clean dirt. Estimated 
at 2,500 tons. 

The street sweepings previously had 
been disposed. The City and hauler have 
determined this waste would increase its 
diversion rate.  Staff agrees this change 
in the management of street sweepings 
will be beneficial given the significant 
tonnage. 

3% 

Material Exchange 
The City has sponsored a free City-wide yard sale 
each year since 1999 to promote Second Chance 
Week.  Each year the  participation has increased by 
an average of 20%.  We will continue to sponsor this 
program and plan to develop a more widespread  
promotion through a regional newspaper.  San 
Bernardino County has joined with Cal Max and the 
City will promote this exchange program to its 
businesses and non-profits, in addtion to local 
residents, via City publications.   

Staff agrees the City can improve 
participation in the City-wide yard sale 
with increased promotion and that the 
City’s partnership with the County’s 
materials exchange program can also 
help improve diversion, especially in the 
commercial sector. 

<1% 

Special Collection Events 
In negotiations with our hauler, two bulky item pick-
ups were added in April 2004.  If this reduces self-
haul of these bulky items by residents, recyclables 
(such as metals) can be pulled out. 

Staff agrees with the City that by 
offering improved collection services of 
bulky items at the curb, diversion can be 
increased. 

<1% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 6% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 44% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50% 
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Electronic 
Through the Zero Waste Communities (ZWC) of San 
Bernardino County short recycling commercials have 
been developed for each City to play on community 
television. Zero Waste Communities has also 
redesigned its website making it more user friendly 
and informative. The City has also redesigned its site 
which includes links to ZWC and the hauler. 

Staff agrees that the recycling commercials and redesigned 
web sites will offer residents and businesses improved 
access to waste reduction opportunities in the City. 

Educational Outreach 
The City started a "clean bin" contest, sponsored by 
the hauler, in the fall of 2003. A list of acceptable 
and non-acceptable recyclables was distributed along 
with an explanation of the recycling process. 
Residents sent in entry forms and one was picked 
each week randomly. The contestants recycling 
barrel was then inspected and if there was minimal 
contamination, the resident could win $100. There 
was a good participation rate, but the program needs 
to be repeated with information included in Spanish. 

Through the local Chamber of Commerce, we will 
introduce the glass bottle collection program. 
Signage and interior containers will be offered. 
Window decals indicating program participation will 
be issued and participants will be highlighted in 
newsletters. 

Outreach is a critical component to the success of the City's 
programs. Staff supports the efforts of the "clean bin" 
program and agrees that modification of the program to 
include bilingual materials will ensure that information is 
reaching all potential participants and will increase the 
participation rate in the program. Staff also agrees that the 
City's plans to promote the collection of bar and restaurant 
glass bottles will increase the opportunity for improved 
success of the program. 

Print 
Staff will be developing a school environmental 
newsletter to supplement our school classroom 
programs. This will probably be distributed at the 
beginning of the school year and again before Science 
Fair time. 

Educational outreach is a critical component for the success 
of programs and the City's plans to provide newsletters to 
the schools will enhance and enrich the efforts made by the 
schools to teach children about environmental issues and 
the school's recycling programs. 

Construction and Demolition 
The City has started negotiations with the franchised 
waste hauler for a mixed C&D debris program where 
roll-offs from construction sites would be sorted at 
the hauler-owned MRF. 

The City is implementing programs in the Plan of 
Correction intended to meet the 50 percent goal. However, 
by negotiating with the hauler to develop a C&D diversion 
program, the City is also considering another important 
waste stream that has been contributing to increased 
disposal. Not only can this program address a gap in 
program implementation, but the implementation of a C&D 
diversion program can strengthen the ability of the City to 
meet, and possibly exceed, the 50 percent goal. 
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Electronic 
Through the Zero Waste Communities (ZWC) of San 
Bernardino County short recycling commercials have 
been developed for each City to play on community 
television.  Zero Waste Communities has also 
redesigned its website making it more user friendly 
and informative.  The City has also redesigned its site 
which includes links to ZWC and the hauler.   

Staff agrees that the recycling commercials and redesigned 
web sites will offer residents and businesses improved 
access to waste reduction opportunities in the City. 

Educational Outreach 
The City started a "clean bin" contest, sponsored by 
the hauler, in the fall of 2003.  A list of acceptable 
and non-acceptable recyclables was distributed along 
with an explanation of the recycling process.  
Residents sent in entry forms and one was picked 
each week randomly.  The contestants recycling 
barrel was then inspected and if there was minimal 
contamination, the resident could win $100.  There 
was a good participation rate, but the program needs 
to be repeated with information included in Spanish. 
Through the local Chamber of Commerce, we will 
introduce the glass bottle collection program.  
Signage and interior containers will be offered.  
Window decals indicating program participation will 
be issued and participants will be highlighted in 
newsletters. 

Outreach is a critical component to the success of the City’s 
programs.  Staff supports the efforts of the “clean bin” 
program and agrees that modification of the program to 
include bilingual materials will ensure that information is 
reaching all potential participants and will increase the 
participation rate in the program.  Staff also agrees that the 
City’s plans to promote the collection of bar and restaurant 
glass bottles will increase the opportunity for improved 
success of the program. 

Print 
Staff will be developing a school environmental 
newsletter to supplement our school classroom 
programs.  This will probably be distributed at the 
beginning of the school year and again before Science 
Fair time. 

Educational outreach is a critical component for the success 
of programs and the City’s plans to provide newsletters to 
the schools will enhance and enrich the efforts made by the 
schools to teach children about environmental issues and 
the school’s recycling programs. 

Construction and Demolition 
The City has started negotiations with the franchised 
waste hauler for a mixed C&D debris program where 
roll-offs from construction sites would be sorted at 
the hauler-owned MRF.   

The City is implementing programs in the Plan of 
Correction intended to meet the 50 percent goal.  However, 
by negotiating with the hauler to develop a C&D diversion 
program, the City is also considering another important 
waste stream that has been contributing to increased 
disposal. Not only can this program address a gap in 
program implementation, but the implementation of a C&D 
diversion program can strengthen the ability of the City to 
meet, and possibly exceed, the 50 percent goal. 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ALA), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion'Requirernent compjate Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-13 and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Intomietion-end Certifltation 
All respondents must complete this section.  

I certify under penalty of perjury that the Information in this document is true and correct to the best 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

City of Rialto 

County 

San Bernardino 

Authorized Signature 

411  
Title 

Director of Aviation/Solid Waste Management 

Type/Print Name of Person Sig 

Richard M. Scanlan 

Date 

2.1-05 

Phone 

(909) 820-2622 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Barbara Dellinger 

Title 

Sr, Admin. Analyst 

Phone 

(909)820-2525 ext 2211 

E-mail Address 

bdaingergrialtoca,gnv 

Fax 

(909)820-250 

Mailing Address 

150 South Palm Ave, 

City 

Rialto 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

923713 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

❑ Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested 2004, 2005 _2003, 

Is this a second request? ►1 No ❑ Yes Specific years requested. _ 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes. Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The City of Rialto made great strides in reaching the 50% diversion goal by starting with a curbside residential yard 
waste service which provided unlimited capacity. Next the City imposed a mandatory service ordinance and 
implemented a curbside automated disposal service system which included 60 gal. refuse and 60 gal. 
comingled recycling containers. This program has continued successfully with incentives/disincentives such as 
increased charges for additional trash barrels and clean bin contests to reduce contamination. The City has 
struggled with effective commercial recycling programs mostly due to the number of small businesses. It is 
either not cost effective for them to get recycling bins or they do not have the space for such. The City 
continues to work with its waste hauler to develop business acceptable programs. Staff has completed an audit 
of businesses and have developed a list of those with high recyclable waste content for a "direct load" program, 
which eliminates the need for an additional bin. Staff has also been working with San Bernardino County 
(through Zero Waste Communities of San Bernardino County) in developing self haul recycling at the local 
landfill. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

Currently, a major freeway is being constructed through the City north end, an area with a lot of open land. This 
has created interest in commercial and residential development in the last few years. The City will need to 
agressively address this change in its commercial make-up and is in the process of implementing programs 
relative to the business community. This additional time will allow for these programs to get up and running 
effectively. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

The City of Rialto has had an indepth school environmental program for almost ten years. The public is reminded 
of the need to recycle and is informed of changes in our program in a variety of ways such as: quarterly 
newsletters, city-wide publications, public television announcements, community events, and participation in 
regional larger scale programs. Rialto led San Bernardino County in its diversion in late 1990's through its 
residential and school programs. 
Rialto also has hosted a.Household Hazardous Waste facility for ten years and has seven certified oil centers. We 
assist our residents by providing low-cost compost bins, free sharp's disposal containers, and free used oil 
containers. Recent negotiations netted free curbside pick-up of CRT's for residents through our hauler. 
The City has also made many purchases of recycled content materials such as: signs, benches, picnic tables, 
shirts, and carpeting in encouraging the use of recycled content products. 

Board Meeting
June 14-15, 2005

Agenda Item 16
Attachment 2

Jthomas
Text Box

Jthomas
Text Box



Board Meeting Agenda Item 16 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 2 

4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

The City recently negotiated the diversion of street sweeping debris from the local 
be screened of debris and used for ADC. This program is starting March 2005. 

the landfill. The sweepings will 
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Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 1118-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 41 Non-residential % 59 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

MRF E 
The "select load" program will focus on businesses with 
a large amount of recyclables such as cardboard and 
paper in their waste. Their trash will be collected and 
taken to the MRF for sorting. These materials are 
recovered without the need for a recycling bin and the 
necessary space for such, and any increase in fees to 
the customer. 

Existing 
hauler 
fees 

n 1% 

Material Exchange E 

The City has sponsored a free City-wide yard sale each 
year since 1999 to promote Second Chance Week. 
Each year the participation has increased by an 
average of 20%. We will continue to sponsor this 
program and plan to develop a more widespread 
promotion through a regional newspaper. San 
Bernardino County has joined with Cal Max and the City 
will promote this exchange program to its businesses 
and non-profits, in addtion to local residents, via City 
publications. 

City AB 
939 funds 

Ongoing <1% 

Commercial On-site Pickup N 

The City has recently developed a list of bars, 
restaurants and nightclubs for our waste hauler to 
develop a glass beverage container collection program. 

Hauler 
fees 

Expected 
program 
development 
completed by 
June 2005; 
program 
ongoing 

1% 

Commercial Self-haul N 
Through membership in the Zero Waste Communities of 
San Bernardino County, a self-haul survey has been 
completed and it is expected that an on-site landfill 
recycling program will be implemented by San 
Bernardino County in 2005. 

Tipping 
Fees 

late 2005 1% 

Special Collection Events N 
In negotiations with our hauler, two bulky item pick-ups 
were added in April 2004. If this reduces self-haul of 
these bulky items by residents recyclables (such as 
metals) can be pulled out. 

Hauler 
fees 

Ongoing <1% 

Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble N 

The City decided to increase its street sweeping activity 
and in looking at the program decided to screen the 
debris and divert the clean dirt. Estimated at 2500 tons. 

Franchise 
agreement 

Ongoing 3% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
6% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 44% 
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Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

Electronic (TV, Web) E Through the Zero Waste Communities of San Bernardino County 
short recycling commercials have been developed for each City to 
play on community television. Zero Waste Communities has also 
redesigned its website making it more user friendly and 
informative. The City has also redesigned its site which includes 
links to ZWC and the hauler. 

Implementation 1/05 

Print (brochures, newsletters) N Staff will be developing a school environmental newsletter to 
supplement our school classroom programs. This will probably be 
distributed at the beginning of the school year and again before 
Science Fair time. 

Ongoing 

Outreach N 

.., 

The City started a "clean bin" contest, sponsored by the hauler, in 
the fall of 2003. A list of acceptable and non-acceptable 
recyclables were distributed along with an explanation of the 
recycling process. Residents sent in entry forms and one was 
picked each week randomly. The contestants recycling barrel was 
then inspected and if there was minimal contamination, the 
resident could win $100. There was a good participation rate, but 
the program needs to be repeated with information included in 
Spanish. 

Through the local Chamber of Commerce, we will introduce the 
glass bottle collection program. Signage and interior containers 
will be offered. Window decals indicating program participation will 
be issued and participants will be highlighted in newsletters. 

First phase completed 
in April 2004. 

Ongoing program; 
implementation 6/05.  
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Rialto April 11,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Rialto April 11,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Rialto April 11,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2040-RC-SFH N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2050-RC-SCH N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3030-CM-CSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Rialto April 11,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2040-RC-SFH N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2050-RC-SCH N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3030-CM-CSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Rialto April 11,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4100-SP-OTH N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
Other Special Waste 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4100-SP-OTH N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 Other Special Waste 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Rialto April 11,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

9050-HH-OTH Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 9050-HH-OTH Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-135 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Rialto, San 
Bernardino County 

WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Rialto (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time Extension 
application with the information and documentation required; 

WHEREAS, based on its review of the City's SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City's proposed Plan of Correction; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of Rialto's 
SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement the 
programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City of 
Rialto to report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, 
and a final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-135 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Rialto, San 
Bernardino County 
 
WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Rialto (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time Extension 
application with the information and documentation required;  
 
WHEREAS, based on its review of the City’s SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City’s proposed Plan of Correction;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of Rialto’s 
SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement the 
programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City of 
Rialto to report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, 
and a final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report.  
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 17 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Montclair, 
San Bernardino County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Montclair (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request 
for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement. Staff review indicates that while the 
City has been implementing source reduction, recycling, and composting programs, 
selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to 
implement the proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion 
requirement. The City currently has a 44 percent diversion rate for 2001, 48 percent for 
2002, and 41 percent for 2003. The City is requesting to extend the due date for 
achieving 50 percent diversion through December 31, 2005. Staffs analysis of the City's 
Plan of Correction indicates the plan is reasonable, given the City's waste stream. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City's 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on September 21-22, 
2004, based on its good faith efforts to implement its SRRE. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement 
diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City's application as may be modified by the jurisdiction 
at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs 
that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and continue the 
item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City's application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board's specified reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City's/application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1: approve the City's application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith 
effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Montclair, 
San Bernardino County 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The City of Montclair (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request 
for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement.  Staff review indicates that while the 
City has been implementing source reduction, recycling, and composting programs, 
selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to 
implement the proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion 
requirement.  The City currently has a 44 percent diversion rate for 2001, 48 percent for 
2002, and 41 percent for 2003.  The City is requesting to extend the due date for 
achieving 50 percent diversion through December 31, 2005.  Staff’s analysis of the City’s 
Plan of Correction indicates the plan is reasonable, given the City’s waste stream. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City’s 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on September 21-22, 
2004, based on its good faith efforts to implement its SRRE.  
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement 
diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City’s application as may be modified by the jurisdiction 
at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs 
that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and continue the 
item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board’s specified reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City’s/application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

 
IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve the City’s application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith 
effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 
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V. ANALYSIS 

1.  
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Background 

the Board 

programs, 
order 
and/or 

more time 
maximum 

considering 

in this 
an extension. 

if the 

that 
identified 

submits 

or 

specific recommendations 

(PRC) 
Agency's 

requirement; 

Section 

further 

disapproves 

grant 

has submitted 

should 
failed 

that 

of five 

a 

section 

for the 

in its 

by the 

Section 

may 

but 

extensions 

41820). 

provides 

a one, 
following 

the jurisdiction 

a plan 

start implementing, 

the information 

41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
(jurisdiction's) SRRE at least once every two years. 

find a jurisdiction has implemented programs and 
that a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort 

has not achieved the 50 percent diversion requirement; 
be assigned to a jurisdiction that has failed to adequately 
to achieve the diversion requirement. 

has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
to meeting the 50 percent diversion 

years; no extensions may be effective beyond 

that: 
request for an extension, the board may make 
for the implementation of alternative programs. 
shall preclude the board from disapproving any 

a request for an extension, the board shall 
disapproval." 

two or three year extension for meeting the 
conditions are met: 

all required planning elements; 
is making a good faith effort to implement 

SRRE; 
of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

time the extension expires including: the programs 
the dates of implementation, and the 

below. 

As a 

to 

2.  

Public Resources Code 
County, and Regional 
result of this review, 
achieved the diversion 
implement diversion 
or that a compliance 
implement its SRRE 

Alternatively, a jurisdiction 
petition for one or 
requirement for a 
January 1, 2006 (PRC 

PRC Section 41820(b) 
"(1) When 

(2) Nothing 
request for 
(3) If the board 
specify its reasons 

The Board may initially 
diversion requirements 
• The jurisdiction 
• The Board fmds 

the programs 
• The jurisdiction 

diversion requirements 
that it will expand 
means of funding. 

Basis for staff's analysis 
Staffs analysis is based upon 
Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 

person per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non- 
Residential 

Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 

Percentage 

1990 38% 45% 44% 48% 41% 5.48 34,050 62 38 

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 

Date 
Program Review Site Visit 

by Board Staff 
Reporting Frequency Proposed Diversion 

Increase 
12/31/05 2002 Status Report 

Final Report 
9 % 
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V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction’s) SRRE at least once every two years.  As a 
result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented programs and 
achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to 
implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent diversion requirement; 
or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction that has failed to adequately 
implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the diversion requirement.  
 
Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make 
specific recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3)  If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall 
specify its reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

 
2. Basis for staff’s analysis   
Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

 
Key Jurisdiction Conditions 

Waste Stream Data 
Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 

(ppd) 

Population Non-
Residential 

Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 

Percentage 

1990 38% 45% 44% 48% 41% 5.48 34,050 62 38 
  

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 

Date 
Program Review Site Visit 

by Board Staff 
Reporting Frequency Proposed Diversion 

Increase 
12/31/05 2002 Status Report 

Final Report 
9 % 
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City's geographic location: The City of Montclair is located in the western corner of the 
Inland Empire of San Bernardino County. 

Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application: 
Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, 

and the jurisdiction's explanation as to why additional time is necessary for 
meeting the diversion requirement; 

• Staffs analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in 

the Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staffs analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the 
jurisdiction's waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction's SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 

a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 
b. includes existing source reduction, recycling, and composting programs it will 

modify and new programs the City will implement/; 
c. identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
d. identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs. 

The jurisdiction's Plan of Correction meets the above requirements. Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction's current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit. Based on Board staff's understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction's proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable. The 
jurisdiction's request and staff's analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim 
status report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating that it will meet 

the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the 
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City’s geographic location: The City of Montclair is located in the western corner of the 
Inland Empire of San Bernardino County.  
 
Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application:  

Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, 

and the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional time is necessary for 
meeting the diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in 

the Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the 
jurisdiction’s waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
     a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           b.  includes existing source reduction, recycling, and composting programs it will  
modify and new programs the City will implement/; 

     c.  identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     d.  identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
The jurisdiction’s Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction’s proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable.  The 
jurisdiction’s request and staff’s analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

 
In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)].  Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim 
status report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 
  
3.  Findings

Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating that it will meet 

the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the 
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programs that it will expand or start implementing, 
and the means of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction's SRRE-selected 
programs is provided in Attachment 3. Because 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach 
as outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending 
first SB1066 time extension application. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting 

of the 
the 

the dates of implementation, 

and implemented diversion 
jurisdiction's efforts to-date 

50 percent diversion requirement 
approval of the City's 

any environmental issues related 

programs will help to increase 

expanding diversion programs 
have had on diversion will 

of PRC Section 41780. 

for implementing PRC Section 
to implement additional 

requirement, and allows the 

programs 

time 

of 

and 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for City of Montclair 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

23.5 60.0 6.0 0.4 8.0 0.3 0.1 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for City of Montclair 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

40,797 49,353 17.4 
* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional 
there are no environmental justice issues related to this item 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach: The City 
printed materials to promote recycling to all residential 

• Project Benefits. Expansion of the existing, and implementation 
programs listed in Attachment 1 will help to increase the 

representative, 
in the community 

uses bilingual 
and commercial 

English/Spanish 
sectors. 
additional 

rates. 
of the 

City's diversion 
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programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, 
and the means of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 3.  Because of the jurisdiction’s efforts to-date 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement 
as outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the City’s 
first SB1066 time extension application.   
 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for City of Montclair 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

23.5 60.0 6.0 0.4 8.0 0.3 0.1 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of Montclair 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

40,797 49,353 17.4 
* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, 
there are no environmental justice issues related to this item in the community.   

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach: The City uses bilingual English/Spanish 
printed materials to promote recycling to all residential and commercial sectors.   

• Project Benefits.  Expansion of the existing, and implementation of the additional 
programs listed in Attachment 1 will help to increase the City’s diversion rates. 
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H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions' 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City's efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Montclair 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Montclair 
3. Program Listing for the City of Montclair 
4. Resolution Number 2005-136 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Rebecca Brown Phone: (916) 341-6680 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

City of Montclair 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 

Page 17-5 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-17 
June 14-15, 2005  
 

Page 17-5 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Montclair 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Montclair 
3. Program Listing for the City of Montclair 
4. Resolution Number 2005-136 

 
VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 

A.  Program Staff:  Rebecca Brown                            Phone:  (916) 341-6680 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  N/A                             Phone:   N/A 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

City of Montclair 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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AGENDA ITEM 17 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Montclair, 
San Bernardino County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Montclair (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request 
for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement. Staff review indicates that while the 
City has been implementing source reduction, recycling, and composting programs, 
selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to 
implement the proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion 
requirement. The City currently has a 44 percent diversion rate for 2001, 48 percent for 
2002, and 41 percent for 2003. The City is requesting to extend the due date for 
achieving 50 percent diversion through December 31, 2005. Staffs analysis of the City's 
Plan of Correction indicates the plan is reasonable, given the City's waste stream. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City's 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on September 21-22, 
2004, based on its good faith efforts to implement its SRRE. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement 
diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City's application as may be modified by the jurisdiction 
at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs 
that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and continue the 
item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City's application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board's specified reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City's/application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1: approve the City's application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith 
effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 
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AGENDA ITEM 17 

ITEM 
Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Montclair, 
San Bernardino County 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The City of Montclair (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request 
for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement.  Staff review indicates that while the 
City has been implementing source reduction, recycling, and composting programs, 
selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to 
implement the proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion 
requirement.  The City currently has a 44 percent diversion rate for 2001, 48 percent for 
2002, and 41 percent for 2003.  The City is requesting to extend the due date for 
achieving 50 percent diversion through December 31, 2005.  Staff’s analysis of the City’s 
Plan of Correction indicates the plan is reasonable, given the City’s waste stream. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City’s 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on September 21-22, 
2004, based on its good faith efforts to implement its SRRE.  
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement 
diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City’s application as may be modified by the jurisdiction 
at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs 
that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and continue the 
item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board’s specified reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City’s/application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

 
IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve the City’s application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith 
effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 
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V. ANALYSIS 

1.  
A. Key Issues and Findings 
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a one, 
following 
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start implementing, 

the information 

41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
(jurisdiction's) SRRE at least once every two years. 

find a jurisdiction has implemented programs and 
that a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort 

has not achieved the 50 percent diversion requirement; 
be assigned to a jurisdiction that has failed to adequately 
to achieve the diversion requirement. 

has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
to meeting the 50 percent diversion 

years; no extensions may be effective beyond 

that: 
request for an extension, the board may make 
for the implementation of alternative programs. 
shall preclude the board from disapproving any 

a request for an extension, the board shall 
disapproval." 
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all required planning elements; 
is making a good faith effort to implement 

SRRE; 
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time the extension expires including: the programs 
the dates of implementation, and the 
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2.  

Public Resources Code 
County, and Regional 
result of this review, 
achieved the diversion 
implement diversion 
or that a compliance 
implement its SRRE 
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requirement for a 
January 1, 2006 (PRC 

PRC Section 41820(b) 
"(1) When 

(2) Nothing 
request for 
(3) If the board 
specify its reasons 

The Board may initially 
diversion requirements 
• The jurisdiction 
• The Board fmds 

the programs 
• The jurisdiction 

diversion requirements 
that it will expand 
means of funding. 

Basis for staff's analysis 
Staffs analysis is based upon 
Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 

person per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non- 
Residential 

Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 

Percentage 

1990 38% 45% 44% 48% 41% 5.48 34,050 62 38 

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 

Date 
Program Review Site Visit 

by Board Staff 
Reporting Frequency Proposed Diversion 

Increase 
12/31/05 2002 Status Report 

Final Report 
9 % 
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V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction’s) SRRE at least once every two years.  As a 
result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented programs and 
achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to 
implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent diversion requirement; 
or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction that has failed to adequately 
implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the diversion requirement.  
 
Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make 
specific recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3)  If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall 
specify its reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

 
2. Basis for staff’s analysis   
Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

 
Key Jurisdiction Conditions 

Waste Stream Data 
Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 

(ppd) 

Population Non-
Residential 

Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 

Percentage 

1990 38% 45% 44% 48% 41% 5.48 34,050 62 38 
  

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 

Date 
Program Review Site Visit 

by Board Staff 
Reporting Frequency Proposed Diversion 

Increase 
12/31/05 2002 Status Report 

Final Report 
9 % 
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City's geographic location: The City of Montclair is located in the western corner of the 
Inland Empire of San Bernardino County. 

Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application: 
Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, 

and the jurisdiction's explanation as to why additional time is necessary for 
meeting the diversion requirement; 

• Staffs analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in 

the Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staffs analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the 
jurisdiction's waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction's SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 

a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 
b. includes existing source reduction, recycling, and composting programs it will 

modify and new programs the City will implement/; 
c. identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
d. identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs. 

The jurisdiction's Plan of Correction meets the above requirements. Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction's current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit. Based on Board staff's understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction's proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable. The 
jurisdiction's request and staff's analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim 
status report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating that it will meet 

the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the 
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City’s geographic location: The City of Montclair is located in the western corner of the 
Inland Empire of San Bernardino County.  
 
Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application:  

Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, 

and the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional time is necessary for 
meeting the diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in 

the Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the 
jurisdiction’s waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
     a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           b.  includes existing source reduction, recycling, and composting programs it will  
modify and new programs the City will implement/; 

     c.  identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     d.  identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
The jurisdiction’s Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction’s proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable.  The 
jurisdiction’s request and staff’s analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

 
In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)].  Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim 
status report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 
  
3.  Findings

Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating that it will meet 

the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the 
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programs that it will expand or start implementing, 
and the means of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction's SRRE-selected 
programs is provided in Attachment 3. Because 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach 
as outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending 
first SB1066 time extension application. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting 

of the 
the 

the dates of implementation, 

and implemented diversion 
jurisdiction's efforts to-date 

50 percent diversion requirement 
approval of the City's 

any environmental issues related 

programs will help to increase 

expanding diversion programs 
have had on diversion will 

of PRC Section 41780. 

for implementing PRC Section 
to implement additional 

requirement, and allows the 

programs 

time 

of 

and 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for City of Montclair 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

23.5 60.0 6.0 0.4 8.0 0.3 0.1 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for City of Montclair 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

40,797 49,353 17.4 
* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional 
there are no environmental justice issues related to this item 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach: The City 
printed materials to promote recycling to all residential 

• Project Benefits. Expansion of the existing, and implementation 
programs listed in Attachment 1 will help to increase the 

representative, 
in the community 

uses bilingual 
and commercial 

English/Spanish 
sectors. 
additional 

rates. 
of the 

City's diversion 
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programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, 
and the means of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 3.  Because of the jurisdiction’s efforts to-date 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement 
as outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the City’s 
first SB1066 time extension application.   
 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for City of Montclair 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

23.5 60.0 6.0 0.4 8.0 0.3 0.1 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of Montclair 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

40,797 49,353 17.4 
* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, 
there are no environmental justice issues related to this item in the community.   

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach: The City uses bilingual English/Spanish 
printed materials to promote recycling to all residential and commercial sectors.   

• Project Benefits.  Expansion of the existing, and implementation of the additional 
programs listed in Attachment 1 will help to increase the City’s diversion rates. 
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H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions' 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City's efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Montclair 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Montclair 
3. Program Listing for the City of Montclair 
4. Resolution Number 2005-136 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Rebecca Brown Phone: (916) 341-6680 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

City of Montclair 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue to work with 
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demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Montclair 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Montclair 
3. Program Listing for the City of Montclair 
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VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 

A.  Program Staff:  Rebecca Brown                            Phone:  (916) 341-6680 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  N/A                             Phone:   N/A 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

City of Montclair 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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City of Montclair First Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Curbside Collection: 
• The City attempted to expand its residential 

curbside diversion programs, but those efforts were 
not successful. When residents would call for extra 
cans, the City would promote the recycling 
containers, however, residents were not responsive 
and that has been one of the barriers to the City's 
numbers declining. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs time to assess, modify and 

implement its public education and outreach to 
residents about available diversion programs. 

• 

• 

Residential Curbside Collection: 
Because the City's residential sector contributes 
approximately 38 percent to the City's waste 
stream, improving public education to residents can 
have a positive impact on the amount and quality of 
curbside recycling by the City's residents. When 
program changes occur in residential services, 
additional outreach to residents about the changes 
can improve the potential for good results and 
minimize difficulties. 
Staff agrees that the City is addressing the issue by 
improving outreach to the residents. 

Barriers in Commercial On-site Pickup: 
• The commercial sector generates more waste than 

the residents. The lack of meeting with businesses 
has been a barrier to not meeting the diversion goal. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs the additional time to target the local 

businesses and develop waste diversion programs 
with them. 

• The City also needs more time to work with the 
hauler to modify commercial routes, develop future 
source separated routes, and to discuss economic 
incentives that might be provided to the commercial 
sector. 

• More time is also needed to develop an information 
packet for new businesses about the City's diversion 
programs. The City also needs time to improve its 
outreach to the entire commercial sector. 

Commercial On-site Pickup: 
• Because the non-residential sector makes up 

approximately 62 percent of the waste stream, Staff 
supports the City's plans to be more proactive about 
working with the commercial sector. 

• The success of the commercial sector diversion will 
be improved as a result of the City and hauler 
coordinating their efforts to assess the commercial 
sector programs and by adjusting the commercial 
select and source-separated collection routes. 

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing 
the barriers associated with the Commercial On-site 
Pickup. 

Barriers in Other Areas : 
• Another barrier has been the lack of sufficient staff 

to carry out new or expanded programs. The City 
will hire an Intern and will increase dedicated staff 
time. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City will need time to hire and train an Intern. 

Other Areas: 
• Increasing the amount of staff time to implement the 

programs identified in the Plan of Correction, and 
the SRRE, will improve the results of the programs. 

• Staff agrees that the City seems to be adequately 
addressing the barriers of a lack of staff assigned to 
implement programs. 
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City of Montclair First Time Extension Application Matrix 
 
Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Curbside Collection: 
• The City attempted to expand its residential 

curbside diversion programs, but those efforts were 
not successful. When residents would call for extra 
cans, the City would promote the recycling 
containers, however, residents were not responsive 
and that has been one of the barriers to the City’s 
numbers declining. 

 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• The City needs time to assess, modify and 

implement its public education and outreach to 
residents about available diversion programs. 

Residential Curbside Collection: 
• Because the City’s residential sector contributes 

approximately 38 percent to the City’s waste 
stream, improving public education to residents can 
have a positive impact on the amount and quality of 
curbside recycling by the City’s residents. When 
program changes occur in residential services, 
additional outreach to residents about the changes 
can improve the potential for good results and 
minimize difficulties.  

• Staff agrees that the City is addressing the issue by 
improving outreach to the residents. 

 
Barriers in Commercial On-site Pickup: 
• The commercial sector generates more waste than 

the residents. The lack of meeting with businesses 
has been a barrier to not meeting the diversion goal.  

 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• The City needs the additional time to target the local 

businesses and develop waste diversion programs 
with them. 

• The City also needs more time to work with the 
hauler to modify commercial routes, develop future 
source separated routes, and to discuss economic 
incentives that might be provided to the commercial 
sector. 

• More time is also needed to develop an information 
packet for new businesses about the City’s diversion 
programs. The City also needs time to improve its 
outreach to the entire commercial sector. 

Commercial On-site Pickup: 
• Because the non-residential sector makes up 

approximately 62 percent of the waste stream, Staff 
supports the City’s plans to be more proactive about 
working with the commercial sector.    

• The success of the commercial sector diversion will 
be improved as a result of the City and hauler 
coordinating their efforts to assess the commercial 
sector programs and by adjusting the commercial 
select and source-separated collection routes. 

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing 
the barriers associated with the Commercial On-site 
Pickup. 

 

Barriers in Other Areas   : 
• Another barrier has been the lack of sufficient staff 
       to carry out new or expanded programs. The City  

will hire an Intern and will increase dedicated staff 
time. 

 
Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City will need time to hire and train an Intern. 

Other Areas: 
• Increasing the amount of staff time to implement the 

programs identified in the Plan of Correction, and 
the SRRE, will improve the results of the programs. 

• Staff agrees that the City seems to be adequately 
addressing the barriers of a lack of staff assigned to 
implement programs. 
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Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2030-RC-OSP-Commercial Onsite Pickup 
The City, with the help of the solid waste hauler, will 
visit businesses to develop programs with them to 
improve diversion. The City will explore making 
potential modificatications to the routes, such as 
adding source separated on-site collection and 
improved commercial select routes. The City will 
focus on programs such as paper recycling, wet/dry 
loads and source separation. The City will target 
offices, fast food establishments and strip malls. The 
City will also discuss the possibility of economic 
incentives. The City will work with the Business 
License Department so that we can give information 
packets to new businesses that will explain to them the 
programs offered by the city. 

The City selected to conduct audits and 
to provide recycling and technical 
assistance to businesses in its SRRE. 
Expanding this program will fulfill those 
goals, and is especially important 
because the commercial sector generates 
the majority of waste in the City, and is 
continuing to grow. By improving its 
efforts to provide outreach and services 
to the commercial generators, the City 
can implement programs that will result 
in additional diversion opportunities. 
Staff agrees with the city that providing 
economic incentives is an important 
strategy for stimulating business 
participation. 

5 % 

6020-PI-ORD Construction and Demolition 
The City will negotiate with its hauler and other city 
staff members to develop and implement a 
construction and demolition program for the 
residential and commercial sectors. 

Staff agrees addressing the need for a 
construction and demolition program will 
improve diversion generated by the 
growth in the residential and commercial 
sectors. The City's SRRE identified the 
potential for diversion of these materials, 
so this program fulfills one of the 
program goals of the SRRE. Staff also 
supports the City's plans to include the 
hauler and other City Staff in the 
negotiations for program development. 
This can improve the potential for a 
successful outcome in program 
implementation. 

2 % 

3000-CM-RCG Residential Curbside Collection of 
Greenwaste 
The City is in negotiations with the hauler to convert 
from manual to automated collection of residential 
greenwaste. 

Currently, residents use their own 
containers for landscaping debris that are 
manually collected by the hauler. The 
conversion from manual to automated 
collection has the potential for increasing 
diversion and reducing contamination of 
the landscaping materials. Staff concurs 
that this modification can improve 
diversion for the City. 

2 % 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 9 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 41% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 
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Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2030-RC-OSP-Commercial Onsite Pickup  
The City, with the help of the solid waste hauler, will 
visit  businesses to develop programs with them to 
improve diversion.  The City will explore making 
potential modificatications to the routes, such as 
adding source separated on-site collection and 
improved commercial select routes.  The City will 
focus on programs such as paper recycling, wet/dry 
loads and source separation. The City will target 
offices, fast food establishments and strip malls. The 
City will also discuss the possibility of economic 
incentives. The City will work with the Business 
License Department so that we can give information 
packets to new businesses that will explain to them the 
programs offered by the city. 

The City selected to conduct audits and 
to provide recycling and technical 
assistance to businesses in its SRRE. 
Expanding this program will fulfill those 
goals, and is especially important 
because the commercial sector generates 
the majority of waste in the City, and is 
continuing to grow. By improving its 
efforts to provide outreach and services 
to the commercial generators, the City 
can implement programs that will result 
in additional diversion opportunities. 
Staff agrees with the city that providing 
economic incentives is an important 
strategy for stimulating business 
participation. 

5 % 

6020-PI-ORD Construction and Demolition 
The City will negotiate with its hauler and other city 
staff members to develop and implement a 
construction and demolition program for the 
residential and commercial sectors. 

Staff agrees addressing the need for a 
construction and demolition program will 
improve diversion generated by the 
growth in the residential and commercial 
sectors.  The City’s SRRE identified the 
potential for diversion of these materials, 
so this program fulfills one of the 
program goals of the SRRE. Staff also 
supports the City’s plans to include the 
hauler and other City Staff in the 
negotiations for program development. 
This can improve the potential for a 
successful outcome in program 
implementation. 

2 % 

3000-CM-RCG Residential Curbside Collection of 
Greenwaste 
The City is in negotiations with the hauler to convert 
from manual to automated collection of residential 
greenwaste. 

Currently, residents use their own 
containers for landscaping debris that are 
manually collected by the hauler. The 
conversion from manual to automated 
collection has the potential for increasing 
diversion and reducing contamination of 
the landscaping materials.  Staff concurs 
that this modification can improve 
diversion for the City. 

2 % 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  9 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 41% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50% 
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Support Programs 

5010-ED-PRN Educational Print 
The City will expand its current program by 
distributing information on recycling; by sending out 
brochures twice/year to its residents and commercial 
accounts as a reminder on how to recycle and dispose 
of waste properly. The City will send out 
promotional and educational materials to residents 
about the conversion of the greenwaste collection 
program from manual pickup to automated pick up. 
The City will also have brochures and/or information 
sheets available in City Hall for our Business License 
Department to give out to new businesses and 
businesses renewing their business license that will 
provide information about recycling, and a contact 
phone number if they have any questions. 

Educational outreach is critical to the success of the City's 
programs. By educating businesses and residents about the 
City's diversion programs, the City will ensure a necessary 
step has been taken to maximize participation. The level of 
success resulting from the conversion of the greenwaste 
program will depend heavily on education of the residents 
about the program's details and how to use the new 
containers and adapt to the changes in service. Educational 
materials specifically directed to local businesses will 
strengthen the technical outreach to the commercial sector 
and improve program results. 

6020-PI-ORD Construction and Demolition 
The City will establish a new ordinance and/or policy 
for management of construction and demolition 
debris and will promote the ordinance and/or policy 
and educate the affected parties. 

Staff agrees with the City's plan to implement a policy 
and/or ordinance to strengthen the diversion of C&D debris. 
This provides an important foundation for a C&D diversion 
program. By educating generators affected by this program, 
the City can improve the cooperation and participation of 
the generators and the resulting quality of the program. 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach 
The City will expand the commerical sector outreach 
efforts by promoting the programs to the commercial 
sector and by conducting waste assessments. 

Conducting waste assessments and working with the 
businesses to inform them of waste diversion opportunities 
are important components to improving diversion in the 
commercial sector. Staff concurs with the City's efforts to 
conduct this outreach. 
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5010-ED-PRN Educational Print 
The City will expand its current program by 
distributing information on recycling; by sending out  
brochures twice/year to its residents and commercial 
accounts as a reminder on how to recycle and dispose 
of waste properly.  The City will send out 
promotional and educational materials to residents 
about the conversion of the greenwaste collection 
program from manual pickup to automated  pick up. 
The City will also have brochures and/or information 
sheets available in City Hall for our Business License 
Department to give out to new businesses and 
businesses renewing their business license that will 
provide information about recycling, and a contact 
phone number if they have any questions.  

Educational outreach is critical to the success of the City’s 
programs. By educating businesses and residents about the 
City’s diversion programs, the City will ensure a necessary 
step has been taken to maximize participation. The level of 
success resulting from the conversion of the greenwaste 
program will depend heavily on education of the residents 
about the program’s details and how to use the new 
containers and adapt to the changes in service. Educational 
materials specifically directed to local businesses will 
strengthen the technical outreach to the commercial sector 
and improve program results. 

6020-PI-ORD Construction and Demolition 
The City will establish a new ordinance and/or policy 
for management of construction and demolition 
debris and will promote the ordinance and/or policy 
and educate the affected parties. 

Staff agrees with the City’s plan to implement a policy 
and/or ordinance to strengthen the diversion of C&D debris. 
This provides an important foundation for a C&D diversion 
program. By educating generators affected by this program, 
the City can improve the cooperation and participation of 
the generators and the resulting quality of the program. 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach 
The City will expand the commerical sector outreach 
efforts by promoting the  programs to the commercial 
sector  and by conducting waste assessments. 

Conducting waste assessments and working with the 
businesses to inform them of waste diversion opportunities 
are important components to improving diversion in the 
commercial sector. Staff concurs with the City’s efforts to 
conduct this outreach. 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

City of Montclair 

County 

San Bernardino 

Authorized Signature 

-,--) 

11 ValArt, - ‘-03•\11\4)b-i  \ -) 

Title 

Accounting Supervisor 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

Roxaynn A. Robinson 

Date 

2./17/05 

Phone  

(909) 625-9414 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Roxaynn A. Robinson 

Title 

Accounting Supervisor 

Phone 

(909)625-9414 

E-mail Address 

trobinson@ci.mentclair.ca.us  

Fax 

(909)621-1584 

Mailing Address 

5111 Benito St 

City 

Montclair 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

91763 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

I Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

I Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested 2004, 2005. _2003, 

Is this a second request? No ❑ Yes Specific years requested. _ 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The City of Montclair has documented "good faith effort", since 1999. Our numbers have gone up each year. By 
2002, the City of Montclair achieved 48 percent diversion. Until the City of Montclair received their 2003 rate, 
we thought we were still progressing fine, and now additional time is now needed implement appropriate 
programs to target the increasing disposal. The City has attempted to expand its residential curbside diversion 
programs, but these efforts were not successful in reaching the 50 percent mandated diversion percentage. 
When residents would call for extra cans, we would promote the recycling containers. But residents were not 
responsive and that has been one of the barriers to our numbers declining. 

Our primary focus for improving diversion will be on the commercial sector. The residents have been provided with 
a black barrel for trash and a blue barrel for recycling. Also, our residents have been educated through 
brochures on what to recycle The commercial sector generates more waste than the residents. The lack of 
meeting with our businesses has been a barrier to not meeting our goal. We will be meeting with our hauler to 
develop a joint business recycling proposal. For example, we will be working with the hauler to improve source 
separated on-site pickup, business outreach and education, and modification to the commercial select load 
routes. 

The lack of a construction and debris ordinance may be a barrier. The City has experienced some commercial 
expansion and the new home development since 2002. Approximately 350 new homes have been or are 
currently being constructed with a completion date of year 2005. The city is conducting research and planning 
on a construction and demolition program. The program will contain a construction and demoliton ordinance 
and/or a policy. 

Another barrier has been the lack of sufficient staff to carry out out new and/or expanded programs The city will be 
exploring opportunites to allocate more staff time to implement the AB 939 programs. The City will be hiring an 
intern and will increase dedicated staff time. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City is requesting a time extension for the maximum allowable time to expand and enhance our programs to 
increase our diversion rate. In order to enhance certain programs, the City will duscuss with our current hauler 
additional programs needed to increase our diversion rate, such as source-separated collection of materials 
and adjustments to commercial recycling routes. We need the time to meet with our hauler to set up the new 
and expanded programs, research and pass the construction and demolition ordinance and/or policy, 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 
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The Ciy has made a good faith effort to implement 
commerical sector.. The City needs improvement 

the 
with 

programs for the residential sector and some effort in the 
the commerical programs 

4. 

No 

Provide any additional 

additional information to 

relevant information 

be provided. 

that supports the request. 
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Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 1118-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 38% Non-residential % 62% 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

2030-RC-OSP-Commercial 
On-Site Pickup 

Expand 

The City, with the help of our solid waste hauler, will 
make visits to businesses to develop solutions on how to 
recycle to help increase out diversion rate. We will 
explore programs with adjustments such as source 
separated on-site collection,potential modificatications to 
the commercial select routes, business outreach and 
eduction.The City will focus on programs such as paper 
recycling, wet/dry loads and source separation. The City 
will also discuss the possibility of economic incentives. 
The City will target offices, fast food establishments and 
strip malls. The City will work with the Business License 
Department so that we can give information packets to 
new businesses that will explain to them the programs 
offered by the city. 

Collection 
rate 

12/2005 5 % 

6020-PI-ORD Construction 
& Demolition 

New 

Consruction and demolition - we will negoitiate with our 
hauler and other city staff members to develop and 
implement a construction and demolition progr am for 
the residential and commercial sectors. 

Collection 
rate 

12/2005 2% 

3000-CM-RCG Residential 
Curbside Collection of 
Green Waste 

New 

The city is in negoations with the hauler to convert from 
manual to automated collection of residential 
greenwaste. 

Collection 
rate 

12/2005 2% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
9% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 41% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 
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PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

Education Expand The City will expand its current outreach program by participating 
in the C.A.U.T.I.O.N cleanups and distributing information on 
recycling and having some give-aways.During our billing cycles, 
send out brochures twice a year to our residents and commercial 
accounts as a reminder on how to dispose of waste properly. The 
City will also have brochures or information sheets available in City 
Hall for our Business License Department to give out to new 
businesses and businesses renewing their business license that 
will provide information about recycling, how and what to recycle 
and a contact phone number if they have any questions. The City 
will expand on having information on our two panel boards in the 
lobby informing our residents about recycling and where they can 
pick up a recycling information brochure or sheet. 

12/2005 

Ordinance New Establish a new ordinance and/or policy for construction and 
demolition. Promote the ordinance and/or policy and educate the 
affected parties. 

12/2005 

Commercial 

Residential 

Expand 

New 

Expand the commerical sector outreach presenting the new 
programs and conducting waste assessments and promote 
recycling to the business sector. 

Send out promotional and educational materials to residents about 
the conversion of the greenwaste collection program to automated 
pick up. 

12/2005 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Montclair April 18,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N N 1996 NA Al AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N N 1996 NA AI AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3030-CM-CSG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3060-CM-GOV N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Composting Programs 

4020-SP-TRS N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3030-CM-CSG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3060-CM-GOV N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Composting Programs 

 4020-SP-TRS N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1996 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN N N 1993 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Ordinances 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1996 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN N N 1993 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Ordinances 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Landfill 

7020-FR-TST N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

7040-FR-ADC N N 1999 NA NA NA NA Al AO AO AO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1991 DE DE DE DE DE DE DE 99 DE 99 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Landfill 

 7020-FR-TST N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 7040-FR-ADC N N 1999 NA NA NA NA AI AO AO AO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1991 DE DE DE DE DE DE DE 99 DE 99 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 
 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut



Board Meeting Agenda Item 17 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 4 

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-136 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Montclair, 
San Bernardino County 

WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Montclair (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time Extension 
application with the information and documentation required; 

WHEREAS, based on its review of the City's SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City's proposed Plan of Correction; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of 
Montclair's SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement 
the programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion 
requirement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 

Page (2005-136) 

 

Page (2005-136)  

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 17 
June 14-15, 2005  Attachment 4  

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-136 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Montclair, 
San Bernardino County 
 
WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Montclair (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time Extension 
application with the information and documentation required;  
 
WHEREAS, based on its review of the City’s SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City’s proposed Plan of Correction;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of 
Montclair’s SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement 
the programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion 
requirement. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report.  
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 18 (Revised) 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Amended Nondisposal Facility Element For The County Of Imperial 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The County of Imperial (County) has amended its Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) 
by identifying and describing the Harris Road LLCTransfer Station/Materials Recovery 
Facility, as a new facility. 

The Permits and Enforcement Division will be presenting an agenda item for the 
proposed permit for this facility in the future. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board previously approved the County's NDFE September 28, 1995. The Board 
approved the County's last amendment of its NDFE December 16, 2003. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may: 
1. Approve the County's amended NDFE. 
2. Disapprove the County's amended NDFE. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff recommends the Board adopt option 1: Approve the County Cityls amended 
NDFE. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

The County has amended its NDFE by adding the nondisposal facility, as noted below. 
Facility type/location: The County has amended its NDFE to identify and describe the 
Harris Road LLC large volume waste transfer station and material recovery facility 
(dirty MRF) to be located on the northwest corner of Harris Road and State Highway 
111 in the Mesquite Lake Specific Plan Area, approximately 7.1 miles southeast of the 
City of Brawley (APN #040-360-33-01) Township 14S — Range 14 E-Tract 43- S.B.M. 
It is to be operated by Benz Disposal Co., Inc. / Palo Verde Disposal Service. The 
facility may include construction/demolition recycling and green waste grinding, as well 
as a dirty MRF accepting both curb separated recyclables and loads of MSW containing 
high percentages of recyclables from all Imperial County jurisdictions and the public. 
Facility capacity: The facility will receive an average of 1500 tons per day. 
Anticipated diversion rate: The anticipated diversion rate is 25 to 50%. 
Participating jurisdictions: Unincorporated Imperial County and all other 
jurisdictions within the County will be able to use the facility. It will also accept 
source separated recyclables and self-haul waste from the public. 

2. Findings  
The County has adequately addressed all requirements for amending a NDFE by 
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AGENDA ITEM 18 (Revised) 

ITEM 
Consideration Of The Amended Nondisposal Facility Element For The County Of Imperial 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The County of Imperial (County) has amended its Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) 
by identifying and describing the Harris Road LLCTransfer Station/Materials Recovery 
Facility, as a new facility.  
 
The Permits and Enforcement Division will be presenting an agenda item for the 
proposed permit for this facility in the future. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board previously approved the County's NDFE September 28, 1995.  The Board 
approved the County’s last amendment of its NDFE December 16, 2003. 
  

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may: 
1. Approve the County’s amended NDFE. 
2. Disapprove the County’s amended NDFE. 
 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff recommends the Board adopt option 1:  Approve the County City’s amended 
NDFE. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background    

The County has amended its NDFE by adding the nondisposal facility, as noted below.  
Facility type/location:   The County has amended its NDFE to identify and describe the 
Harris Road LLC large volume waste transfer station and material recovery facility 
(dirty MRF) to be located on the northwest corner of Harris Road and State Highway 
111 in the Mesquite Lake Specific Plan Area, approximately 7.1 miles southeast of the 
City of Brawley (APN #040-360-33-01) Township 14S – Range 14 E-Tract 43- S.B.M.  
It is to be operated by Benz Disposal Co., Inc. / Palo Verde Disposal Service. The 
facility may include construction/demolition recycling and green waste grinding, as well 
as a dirty MRF accepting both curb separated recyclables and loads of MSW containing 
high percentages of recyclables from all Imperial County jurisdictions and the public. 
Facility capacity:  The facility will receive an average of 1500 tons per day.   
Anticipated diversion rate:  The anticipated diversion rate is 25 to 50%. 
Participating jurisdictions:  Unincorporated Imperial County and all other 
jurisdictions within the County will be able to use the facility.  It will also accept 
source separated recyclables and self-haul waste from the public. 
 

2.  Findings
The County has adequately addressed all requirements for amending a NDFE by 
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submitting the information noted below: 

B.  

C.  

D.  

E.  

F.  

G.  

County of Imperial Yes No 

of 
to the 

item. 

facilities 

process 

Local Task Force comments x 
3-day public notice x 
Resolution adopting amendment x 
Amendment includes required information for facility type x 

Environmental Issues 
Staff is not aware of any environmental issues related to the amended 
Specific environmental issues would be addressed during the permitting 
the facility, and thus would be discussed in any associated items presented 
Board from the Permits Division. 

Program/Long Term Impacts 
Staff does not anticipate any program or long term impacts as a result 

Stakeholder Impacts 
Approving the County's amended NDFE will facilitate any future conformance 
findings made by the Board as part of the permitting process, as the 
will then be identified in the NDFE, as required. 

Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

Legal Issues 
This item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 41800 
Board's approval process of a jurisdiction's planning elements, including 

Environmental Justice 

NDFE. 

of this 

facility 

the 

or 

that describes 
the NDFE. 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for County of Im erial 
% White % Hispanic % Black % Native 

American 
% Asian % Pacific 

Islander 
% Other 

20.2 72.2 3.6 1.2 1.7 0.1 0.1 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for County of Imperial 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

31,870 43,494 22.6 
* Per household 

• Environmental 
there are no environmental 
• Efforts at Environmental 

Imperial County 
program, including 
community members 

Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional representative, 
justice issues in this county related to this item 

Justice Outreach. The Joint Powers Authority of 
has developed a broad-based, bilingual public education 

informational brochures, to ensure that all residents and 
are informed of diversion programs available to the 

County. 
Updating the County's NDFE to include descriptions of new 

facilities will allow County residents to have a more 
of the nondisposal facilities the County will be using to achieve 

diversion requirements. 

Unincorporated 
• Project Benefits. 

modified nondisposal 
complete picture 
and maintain its 
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submitting the information noted below: 
 

County of Imperial Yes No 
Local Task Force comments x  
3-day public notice x  
Resolution adopting amendment x  
Amendment includes required information for facility type x  

 
B. Environmental Issues 

Staff is not aware of any environmental issues related to the amended NDFE.  
Specific environmental issues would be addressed during the permitting process of 
the facility, and thus would be discussed in any associated items presented to the 
Board from the Permits Division. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Staff does not anticipate any program or long term impacts as a result of this item. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Approving the County’s amended NDFE will facilitate any future conformance 
findings made by the Board as part of the permitting process, as the facility facilities 
will then be identified in the NDFE, as required. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 
 

F. Legal Issues 
This item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 41800 that describes the 
Board’s approval process of a jurisdiction’s planning elements, including the NDFE.   
 

G. Environmental Justice 
2000 Census Data – Demographics for County of Imperial 

% White % Hispanic % Black % Native 
American 

% Asian % Pacific 
Islander 

% Other 

20.2 72.2 3.6 1.2 1.7 0.1 0.1 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for County of Imperial 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

31,870 43,494 22.6 
* Per household 

 
• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, 
there are no environmental justice issues in this county related to this item 
• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The Joint Powers Authority of 

Imperial County has developed a broad-based, bilingual public education 
program, including informational brochures, to ensure that all residents and 
community members are informed of diversion programs available to the 
Unincorporated County. 

• Project Benefits.  Updating the County’s NDFE to include descriptions of new or 
modified nondisposal facilities will allow County residents to have a more 
complete picture of the nondisposal facilities the County will be using to achieve 
and maintain its diversion requirements. 
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H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions' 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by approving the County's locally 
adopted amended NDFE. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Resolution Number 2005-137 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Tara Gauthier Phone: (916) 341-6277 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

County of Imperial 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time 
publication. 

this item was submitted for 
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H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by approving the County’s locally 
adopted amended NDFE. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  
 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Resolution Number 2005-137 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Tara Gauthier Phone:  (916) 341-6277 
B. Legal Staff:  Elliot Block Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C. Administration Staff:  N/A Phone:  N/A 

 
IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  

A. Support 
County of Imperial 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-137 

Consideration Of The Amended Nondisposal Facility Element For The County Of Imperial 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq., describe the requirements 
to be met by Cities and Counties when developing and implementing integrated waste 
management plans; and 

WHEREAS, PRC Sections 41730 et seq. require that each City and County prepare and adopt a 
Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which includes a description of existing and new solid 
waste facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities, which will be needed to 
implement a jurisdiction's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet 
the requirements of PRC Section 41780; and 

WHEREAS, the County of Imperial has amended its Board-approved NDFE to reflect 
additions to the described facilities and has submitted the amended NDFE to the Board; and 

WHEREAS, based on review of the amended NDFE, Board staff found that all of the 
foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the amended NDFE substantially complies 
with PRC Sections 41730, et seq., and recommends approval; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the amended 
Nondisposal Facility Element for the County of Imperial. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-137 

Consideration Of The Amended Nondisposal Facility Element For The County Of Imperial 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq., describe the requirements 
to be met by Cities and Counties when developing and implementing integrated waste 
management plans; and 
 
WHEREAS, PRC Sections 41730 et seq. require that each City and County prepare and adopt a 
Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which includes a description of existing and new solid 
waste facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities, which will be needed to 
implement a jurisdiction's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet 
the requirements of PRC Section 41780; and 
 
WHEREAS, the County of Imperial has amended its Board-approved NDFE to reflect 
additions to the described facilities and has submitted the amended NDFE to the Board; and 
 
WHEREAS, based on review of the amended NDFE, Board staff found that all of the 
foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the amended NDFE substantially complies 
with PRC Sections 41730, et seq., and recommends approval; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED  that the Board hereby approves the amended 
Nondisposal Facility Element for the County of Imperial. 

 
CERTIFICATION 

 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 19 
ITEM 
Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The City of Holtville, 
Imperial County 
I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The City of Holtville has submitted a second Senate Bill (SB)1066 Time Extension 
application to the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board). Public 
Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved the 
diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time extensions 
to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; no 
extensions may be effective beyond January 1, 2006. 

This City's first SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR) has ended, and 
despite their efforts to meet the timelines in their respective first Goal Achievement Plan 
(GAP), they will need additional time to implement programs proposed in their first 
SB1066 ADR request, and additional programs. Staff's analysis of this second SB1066 
Time Extension request is that it is reasonable given the barriers the jurisdiction has 
faced, as explained in Attachment 1 of this item. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved this jurisdictions' first SB1066 ADR request at the March 18-19, 2003 
Board meeting. 

III.  OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the jurisdiction's application as submitted for a second 

extension to the 50 percent diversion requirement on the basis of their good faith 
efforts to-date to implement their first Goal Achievement Plan and plans for future 
implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the jurisdiction's application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the jurisdiction's application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the jurisdiction to implement alternative programs that it 
believes should be added to the new Plan of Correction for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for their new Plan of Correction 
to be successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the 
jurisdiction time to revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the jurisdiction's application and allow the jurisdiction to 
revise and resubmit the application based on the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the jurisdiction's application and direct staff to commence 
the process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The City of Holtville, 
Imperial County 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The City of Holtville has submitted a second Senate Bill (SB)1066 Time Extension 
application to the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board).  Public 
Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved the 
diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time extensions 
to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; no 
extensions may be effective beyond January 1, 2006.  
 
This City’s first SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR) has ended, and 
despite their efforts to meet the timelines in their respective first Goal Achievement Plan 
(GAP), they will need additional time to implement programs proposed in their first 
SB1066 ADR request, and additional programs.  Staff’s analysis of this second SB1066 
Time Extension request is that it is reasonable given the barriers the jurisdiction has 
faced, as explained in Attachment 1 of this item. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved this jurisdictions’ first SB1066 ADR request at the March 18-19, 2003 
Board meeting.  
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the jurisdiction’s application as submitted for a second 

extension to the 50 percent diversion requirement on the basis of their good faith 
efforts to-date to implement their first Goal Achievement Plan and plans for future 
implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the jurisdiction’s application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the jurisdiction’s application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the jurisdiction to implement alternative programs that it 
believes should be added to the new Plan of Correction for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for their new Plan of Correction 
to be successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the 
jurisdiction time to revise its application.   

5. The Board may disapprove the jurisdiction’s application and allow the jurisdiction to 
revise and resubmit the application based on the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the jurisdiction’s application and direct staff to commence 
the process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1: approve the jurisdiction's second 
SB1066 time extension request as submitted on the basis of their good faith efforts to-
date to implement their first Goal Achievement Plan and their plans for future program 
implementation. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

Code (PRC) 

the 

for the 
section 

disapproves 
disapproval." 

in 

barriers 
certain 

Time 
and includes 

be effective 

further 

more 

implement 

the diversion 

of PRC 
50 percent 

a request 

shall 

a 

this item 
time 

programs, 
encountered 
programs, 

Extension 
a 

the 

Section 

beyond 

provides 

implementation 

programs 

41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 

diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820). 

that: 
for an extension, the board may make specific 

of alternative programs. 
preclude the board from disapproving any request 

request for an extension, the board shall specify its 

has submitted a second SB1066 Time Extension 
to: 

during the first TE that kept them from 
and 

in their first Goal Achievement Plan. 

application addresses all of the requirements of a 
discussion as to why the jurisdiction needs additional 
programs listed in their second Plan of Correction. 

information below. 

SB 

Public Resources 
the diversion requirement 
extensions to meeting 
no extensions may 

PRC Section 41820(b) 
"(1) When considering 
recommendations 
(2) Nothing in this 
for an extension. 
(3) If the board 
reasons for the 

The jurisdiction listed 
application requesting 
• implement additional 
• overcome the 

implementing 
• expand or fully 

The second SB1066 
1066 application 
time to implement 

2. Basis for staffs analysis 
Staff's analysis is based upon 

Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Report Year Waste Stream Data 

Jurisdiction Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 Pounds waste 
generated per 

person per day 
(ppd) 

Population 
(2002) 

Non- 
Residential 

Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 

Percentage 

Holtville 2000 n/a 12% 22% 15% 6.34 5,800 65 35 

Jurisdiction Program Review 
Site Visit by 
Board Staff 

Reporting 
Frequency 

Proposed % 
Diversion 
Increase 

Extension 
End Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? 

(yes/no) 

Holtville 2005 
Status report 

Final report with 
Annual Report 

35% 12/31/05 yes 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve the jurisdiction’s second 
SB1066 time extension request as submitted on the basis of their good faith efforts to-
date to implement their first Goal Achievement Plan and their plans for future program 
implementation. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 
extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; 
no extensions may be effective beyond January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 
“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an extension. 
(3)  If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify its 
reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The jurisdiction listed in this item has submitted a second SB1066 Time Extension 
application requesting more time to: 
• implement additional programs, 
• overcome the barriers encountered during the first TE that kept them from 

implementing certain programs, and 
• expand or fully implement programs in their first Goal Achievement Plan.   
 
The second SB1066 Time Extension application addresses all of the requirements of a SB 
1066 application and includes a discussion as to why the jurisdiction needs additional 
time to implement the diversion programs listed in their second Plan of Correction. 
 

2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   
    Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
 
  Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

 
Key Jurisdiction Conditions  

Report Year Waste Stream Data 
Jurisdiction Base 

Year 
1999 2000 2001 2002 Pounds waste 

generated per 
person per day  

(ppd) 

Population 
(2002) 

Non-
Residential 

Waste  Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 

Percentage 
Holtville  2000 n/a 12% 22% 15% 6.34 5,800 65 35 
 
      Jurisdiction   Program Review 

Site Visit by 
Board Staff 

Reporting 
Frequency 

Proposed % 
Diversion 
Increase 

Extension 
End Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? 

(yes/no) 

Holtville 2005 
Status report 

Final report with 
Annual Report 

35% 12/31/05 yes 
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Staff Analysis of Second SB 1066 Applications: 
Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 

• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement 
within the first time extension, and the jurisdiction's explanation as to why 
additional time is necessary for meeting the diversion requirement; 

• Staffs analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in 

the second Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension 
application), and their relationship to programs proposed for the first extension; 

• Staffs analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 
appropriate, given the barriers confronted in the first Time Extension period, and 
the jurisdiction's waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction's SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 

a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 
b. includes source reduction, recycling, and composting programs a 

jurisdiction will modify and new programs they will implement; 
c. identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
d. identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs. 

The jurisdiction's second Plan of Correction meets the above requirements. Board staff 
has also conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction's current program implementation, 
including a program review site visit. Based on Board staff's understanding of the 
relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to their need for a second 
extension, Board staff believes the jurisdiction's proposed new Plan of Correction to be 
reasonable. The jurisdiction's requests and staff's analyses are explained in the 
attachment matrix (Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested second Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 

• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Goal Achievement Plan. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a second Plan of Correction demonstrating that it 

will meet the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: 
the programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of 
implementation, and the means of funding. 
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Staff Analysis of Second SB 1066 Applications:  
Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 

• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement 
within the first time extension, and the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why 
additional time is necessary for meeting the diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in 

the second Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension 
application), and their relationship to programs proposed for the first extension; 

• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 
appropriate, given the barriers confronted in the first Time Extension period, and 
the jurisdiction’s waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
     a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           b.  includes source reduction, recycling, and composting programs a             
                jurisdiction will modify and new programs they will implement; 

     c.  identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     d.  identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
The jurisdiction’s second Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff 
has also conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program implementation, 
including a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the 
relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to their need for a second 
extension, Board staff believes the jurisdiction’s proposed new Plan of Correction to be 
reasonable.  The jurisdiction’s requests and staff’s analyses are explained in the 
attachment matrix (Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

 
In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)].  
 
3.  Findings

Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested second Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Goal Achievement Plan. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a second Plan of Correction demonstrating that it 

will meet the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: 
the programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of 
implementation, and the means of funding. 
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A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 1. Because of the jurisdiction's efforts to-date 
and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 
requirement as outlined in their second Plan of Correction, staff is recommending 
approval of their second SB1066 time extension application. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement new and expand existing diversion 
programs and to measure the impact these newly implemented and expanded 
programs have had on diversion will assist the jurisdiction to achieve the diversion 
requirements of PRC Section 41780. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, and 
allows the Board the discretion to grant these time extensions. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for City of Holtville 

% White % Hispanic % Black % Native American % Asian % Pacific Islander % Other 

24.0 73.8 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.1 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for City of Holtville 
Median annual income Mean (average) income % Individuals below poverty level 

36,318 44,559 18.2 

*Per Household 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional 
are no environmental justice issues related to this item 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. The City 
waste diversion in English and Spanish at City Hall and 
have been revised and translated into Spanish by the JPA 

representative, 
in this community 

there 

brochures on 
Board fact sheets 
countywide. 

distributes printed 
at special events. 

and distributed 
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A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 1.  Because of the jurisdiction’s efforts to-date 
and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 
requirement as outlined in their second Plan of Correction, staff is recommending 
approval of their second SB1066 time extension application.   

 
B. Environmental Issues 

Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide.   
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement new and expand existing diversion 
programs and to measure the impact these newly implemented and expanded 
programs have had on diversion will assist the jurisdiction to achieve the diversion 
requirements of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, and 
allows the Board the discretion to grant these time extensions. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   

 
2000 Census Data – Demographics for City of Holtville 

% White % Hispanic % Black % Native American % Asian % Pacific Islander % Other 

24.0 73.8 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.1 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of Holtville 
Median annual income Mean (average) income % Individuals below poverty level 

36,318 44,559 18.2 
*Per Household 

• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, there 
are no environmental justice issues related to this item in this community.   

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The City distributes printed brochures on 
waste diversion in English and Spanish at City Hall and at special events. Board fact sheets 
have been revised and translated into Spanish by the JPA and distributed countywide.  
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• Project Benefits. The expansion of the existing, and implementation of the additional 
programs listed in this item will help to increase the jurisdiction's diversion rate. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions' 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the jurisdictions' efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Holtville 
2. City of Holtville's Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
3. Program Listing for the City of Holtville 
4. Resolution Number 2005-138 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Tara Gauthier Phone: (916) 341-6277 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

The City of Holtville 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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• Project Benefits.  The expansion of the existing, and implementation of the additional 
programs listed in this item will help to increase the jurisdiction’s diversion rate. 

 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the jurisdictions’ efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  
 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Holtville 
2. City of Holtville’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application  
3. Program Listing for the City of Holtville  
4. Resolution Number 2005-138 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff:  Tara Gauthier                            Phone:  (916) 341-6277 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  N/A                 Phone:  N/A 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

The City of Holtville 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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City of Holtville Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in residential curbside recycling program: Residential curbside recycling: 

• Although the City implemented a 3-can automated 
system with commingled recycling in 2000, 
contamination of recyclables and the participation 
rate remain an ongoing problem. 

• The local recycling MRF was re-permitted as a dirty 
MRF, but despite this modification, the ultimate 
problem appears to be lack of education programs 
or incentives to prevent contamination of curbside 

• Staffing has been the greatest barrier to 
implementation of programs. Due to the magnitude 
of residential development, and associated upgrades 
to the infrastructure (sewer, roads, etc.), the present 

recycling and green waste. Contamination of 
recycling for 2003 was an average of 45% by 
weight. This rate is similar to other Imperial Valley 
cities. 

Public Works Manager, who also serves as the 
Board's AB 939 contact, has not had sufficient time 

• Reduced contamination is likely to lead to increased 
diversion of recyclables. 

to dedicate to program implementation. • Ethnic makeup of the community requires culturally 
• The City plans to expand recycling to multifamily sensitive outreach in the Spanish language. 

units, and needs dedicated staff time to distribute 
blue recycling bags and educational materials to 
multifamily residents. 

• The Joint Powers Authority is conducting a study to 
uncover reasons for the high contamination rate so 
that it can be addressed regionally as well as in this 

• The City has had difficulty dealing with its 
franchise hauler and its existing franchise terms. 

city. It appears from the study so far that the MRF 
that is owned by the hauler has decided, without 
consent of the City or other jurisdictions, to have 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: discontinued or reduced the recycling of mixed 
paper collected from its curbside residential and 

• The City of Holtville will hire an AB 939 contact 
for the City, to assist the Public Works Director in 
implementing associated programs. 

commercial accounts. This City, along with the 
other jurisdictions in Imperial County that utilize 
the MRF, will look into their franchise terms to see 

• More thorough education of residents is needed to if they can singly or jointly overcome this hurdle. 
improve their participation in curbside recycling and 
green waste collection programs. The City needs 
more time to conduct an education and information 
campaign. This campaign is to include personal 
visits by staff to residents, and "lid flipping" to 
determine the extent of curbside contamination by 
various residents. 

• Although it is unlikely that the existing franchise 
contract terms will be amended, the City has been 
trying to reach the agreement of the hauler to 
overcome various issues not spelled out in the 
terms. The City will continue to work with its 
hauler, and will provide some of the labor required 
to overcome issues. 

• The City plans to make residents aware of excessive 
contamination of recycling containers through a 
curbside campaign as described above, and by using 

• Addressing the curbside contamination issue with 
toter labels, door hangers, and brochures is a cost-
effective way to address the problem. 

associated stickers and door hangers. • Staff agrees that the assistance of a new staff person 
• The City will work with its hauler and/or City staff 

to properly label recycling containers with what is 
to assist the Public Works Director in implementing 
AB 939 related programs is necessary. 

recyclable. • Staff agrees that support by City management 
• The City will distribute blue recycling bags and 

educational materials to multifamily residents to 
assist them in toting recyclables from apartments 

through articles in the local newspaper should 
reinforce the campaign against curbside 
contamination. 

into the commercial recycling bin. • Curbside recycling is to be expanded to multifamily 
• The City will support the curbside contamination 

campaign of brochures providing a guide to 
recycling, and with news articles in the local 
Holtville newspaper in 2005. 

units, and is included in the residential curbside 
program, as discussed with City staff, and inferred 
in the text of the 1066 request. Blue bags for 
recycling, to be distributed to multifamily residents, 
will assist them in toting recyclables from 
apartments to the commercial recycling bin. This 
program should boost their participation in 
recycling. 

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing 
the barriers associated with the residential curbside 
recycling program. 
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City of Holtville Second Time Extension Application Matrix 
 
Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in residential curbside recycling program: 
 
• Although the City implemented a 3-can automated 

system with commingled recycling in 2000, 
contamination of recyclables and the participation 
rate remain an ongoing problem. 

• Staffing has been the greatest barrier to 
implementation of programs. Due to the magnitude 
of residential development, and associated upgrades 
to the infrastructure (sewer, roads, etc.), the present 
Public Works Manager, who also serves as the 
Board’s AB 939 contact, has not had sufficient time 
to dedicate to program implementation. 

• The City plans to expand recycling to multifamily 
units, and needs dedicated staff time to distribute 
blue recycling bags and educational materials to 
multifamily residents. 

• The City has had difficulty dealing with its 
franchise hauler and its existing franchise terms. 

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
 
• The City of Holtville will hire an AB 939 contact 

for the City, to assist the Public Works Director in 
implementing associated programs. 

• More thorough education of residents is needed to 
improve their participation in curbside recycling and 
green waste collection programs.  The City needs 
more time to conduct an education and information 
campaign.  This campaign is to include personal 
visits by staff to residents, and “lid flipping” to 
determine the extent of curbside contamination by 
various residents. 

• The City plans to make residents aware of excessive 
contamination of recycling containers through a 
curbside campaign as described above, and by using 
associated stickers and door hangers. 

• The City will work with its hauler and/or City staff 
to properly label recycling containers with what is 
recyclable.  

• The City will distribute blue recycling bags and 
educational materials to multifamily residents to 
assist them in toting recyclables from apartments 
into the commercial recycling bin.    

• The City will support the curbside contamination 
campaign of brochures providing a guide to 
recycling, and with news articles in the local 
Holtville newspaper in 2005.   

 

Residential curbside recycling: 
 
• The local recycling MRF was re-permitted as a dirty 

MRF, but despite this modification, the ultimate 
problem appears to be lack of education programs 
or incentives to prevent contamination of curbside 
recycling and green waste.  Contamination of 
recycling for 2003 was an average of 45% by 
weight. This rate is similar to other Imperial Valley 
cities. 

• Reduced contamination is likely to lead to increased 
diversion of recyclables. 

• Ethnic makeup of the community requires culturally 
sensitive outreach in the Spanish language. 

• The Joint Powers Authority is conducting a study to 
uncover reasons for the high contamination rate so 
that it can be addressed regionally as well as in this 
city.  It appears from the study so far that the MRF 
that is owned by the hauler has decided, without 
consent of the City or other jurisdictions, to have 
discontinued or reduced the recycling of mixed 
paper collected from its curbside residential and 
commercial accounts.  This City, along with the 
other jurisdictions in Imperial County that utilize 
the MRF, will look into their franchise terms to see 
if they can singly or jointly overcome this hurdle. 

• Although it is unlikely that the existing franchise 
contract terms will be amended, the City has been 
trying to reach the agreement of the hauler to 
overcome various issues not spelled out in the 
terms.  The City will continue to work with its 
hauler, and will provide some of the labor required 
to overcome issues. 

• Addressing the curbside contamination issue with 
toter labels, door hangers, and brochures is a cost-
effective way to address the problem. 

• Staff agrees that the assistance of a new staff person 
to assist the Public Works Director in implementing 
AB 939 related programs is necessary. 

• Staff agrees that support by City management 
through articles in the local newspaper should 
reinforce the campaign against curbside 
contamination. 

• Curbside recycling is to be expanded to multifamily 
units, and is included in the residential curbside 
program, as discussed with City staff, and inferred 
in the text of the 1066 request.  Blue bags for 
recycling, to be distributed to multifamily residents, 
will assist them in toting recyclables from 
apartments to the commercial recycling bin. This 
program should boost their participation in 
recycling.  

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing 
the barriers associated with the residential curbside 
recycling program. 
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Barriers in commercial on-site pickup program: Commercial on-site pickup: 

• Dedicated staff time is necessary to visit 
businesses to conduct business waste assessments 
to properly size bins and suggest locking 

• It is evident from site visits that commercial 
recycling and refuse bins are not obviously 
labeled. 

containers as necessary. Until additional staff is 
hired, the present Public Works Director is unable 
to conduct this program. 

• Businesses are hesitant to order a commercial size 
recycling bin in addition to their refuse bin due to 
the increased cost of an additional bin. 

• Businesses need more education to know what 
items in their waste stream are recyclable, and 
how they might save money by combining 
properly sized recycling and refuse containers. 

• Board staff visits to local businesses confirmed 
that more outreach to businesses is needed to 
inform them of what they can recycle, what size 
containers are available to them, and options for 

• The City has had difficulty dealing with its locked recycling bins to reduce contamination. 
franchise hauler and its existing franchise terms. • It appears that the MRF, owned by the hauler, has 

decided, without consent of the City, to 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: discontinue or reduce the recycling of mixed paper 

collected from its curbside residential and 
• The City needs more time to promote distribution 

of residential sized recycling or refuse containers 
to small businesses as appropriate. 

commercial accounts. This City, along with the 
other jurisdictions in Imperial County that utilize 
the MRF, will need to look into franchise terms to 

• The City needs more time to work with its hauler 
to properly label recycling containers with what is 

see if they can singly or jointly overcome this 
hurdle. 

recyclable. • Staff agrees that more time is needed for the City 
to negotiate with its hauler and provide staff to do 
outreach to the commercial sector to improve 
recycling participation. 

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing 
the barriers associated with the commercial on-site 
pickup program. 

Barriers in School Recycling: School Recycling: 

• The City found that after evaluating the 
completion of its first alternative diversion 
requirement that ended in December 2004, and 
the effectiveness of the programs, that additional 

• The local MRF is allowing large amounts of 
mixed paper to be discarded rather than recycled, 
per the fmdings of the JPA investigation into the 
causes of curbside contamination. 

efforts were necessary to encourage the school 
district to recycle. 

• It appears that the MRF, owned by the hauler, has 
decided, without consent of the City, to 

• Although cardboard recycling has been initiated 
at one local school, mixed paper needs to be 
added to the program to increase waste diversion. 

discontinue or reduce the recycling of mixed paper 
collected from its curbside residential and 
commercial accounts. This City, along with the 

• The City has had difficulty dealing with its 
franchise hauler and its existing franchise terms. 

other jurisdictions in Imperial County that utilize 
the MRF, will need to look into franchise terms to 
see if they can singly or jointly overcome this 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: hurdle. The local hauler promotes cardboard 
recycling, but needs to be encouraged to promote 

• The City needs more time to work with its hauler 
and the local school district in order to be able to 
implement school recycling of mixed paper from 

mixed paper recycling, as well, which is of great 
importance to waste diversion in City offices and 
local schools. 

• 
classrooms, as well as cardboard. 
The City needs more time to monitor the success 
of the school recycling pilot program. 

• Only one City school showed interest in recycling, 
according to the City, in previous visits with the 
School District office. The City intends to use one 

• The City needs more time to expand the pilot 
program of recycling at one local school to the 

school as an example to expand acceptance of 
recycling to other schools in the district. 

entire school district. • Staff agrees that the City needs more time to work 
to expand recycling from the pilot school to all 
schools in the school district, and to negotiate with 
its hauler to increase diversion by collecting 
mixed paper. 
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Barriers in commercial on-site pickup program: 
 
• Dedicated staff time is necessary to visit 

businesses to conduct business waste assessments 
to properly size bins and suggest locking 
containers as necessary.  Until additional staff is 
hired, the present Public Works Director is unable 
to conduct this program. 

• Businesses need more education to know what 
items in their waste stream are recyclable, and 
how they might save money by combining 
properly sized recycling and refuse containers. 

• The City has had difficulty dealing with its 
franchise hauler and its existing franchise terms. 

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
 
• The City needs more time to promote distribution 

of residential sized recycling or refuse containers 
to small businesses as appropriate. 

• The City needs more time to work with its hauler 
to properly label recycling containers with what is 
recyclable.  

 
 

Commercial on-site pickup:   
 
• It is evident from site visits that commercial 

recycling and refuse bins are not obviously 
labeled. 

• Businesses are hesitant to order a commercial size 
recycling bin in addition to their refuse bin due to 
the increased cost of an additional bin. 

• Board staff visits to local businesses confirmed 
that more outreach to businesses is needed to 
inform them of what they can recycle, what size 
containers are available to them, and options for 
locked recycling bins to reduce contamination. 

• It appears that the MRF, owned by the hauler, has 
decided, without consent of the City, to 
discontinue or reduce the recycling of mixed paper 
collected from its curbside residential and 
commercial accounts.  This City, along with the 
other jurisdictions in Imperial County that utilize 
the MRF, will need to look into franchise terms to 
see if they can singly or jointly overcome this 
hurdle. 

• Staff agrees that more time is needed for the City 
to negotiate with its hauler and provide staff to do 
outreach to the commercial sector to improve 
recycling participation. 

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing 
the barriers associated with the commercial on-site 
pickup program. 

 
Barriers in School Recycling: 
 
• The City found that after evaluating the 

completion of its first alternative diversion 
requirement that ended in December 2004, and 
the effectiveness of the programs, that additional 
efforts were necessary to encourage the school 
district to recycle. 

• Although cardboard recycling has been initiated 
at one local school, mixed paper needs to be 
added to the program to increase waste diversion. 

• The City has had difficulty dealing with its 
franchise hauler and its existing franchise terms. 

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
 
• The City needs more time to work with its hauler 

and the local school district in order to be able to 
implement school recycling of mixed paper from 
classrooms, as well as cardboard.  

• The City needs more time to monitor the success 
of the school recycling pilot program. 

• The City needs more time to expand the pilot 
program of recycling at one local school to the 
entire school district. 

School Recycling: 
 
• The local MRF is allowing large amounts of 

mixed paper to be discarded rather than recycled, 
per the findings of the JPA investigation into the 
causes of curbside contamination.   

• It appears that the MRF, owned by the hauler, has 
decided, without consent of the City, to 
discontinue or reduce the recycling of mixed paper 
collected from its curbside residential and 
commercial accounts.  This City, along with the 
other jurisdictions in Imperial County that utilize 
the MRF, will need to look into franchise terms to 
see if they can singly or jointly overcome this 
hurdle.  The local hauler promotes cardboard 
recycling, but needs to be encouraged to promote 
mixed paper recycling, as well, which is of great 
importance to waste diversion in City offices and 
local schools.  

• Only one City school showed interest in recycling, 
according to the City, in previous visits with the 
School District office.  The City intends to use one 
school as an example to expand acceptance of 
recycling to other schools in the district. 

• Staff agrees that the City needs more time to work 
to expand recycling from the pilot school to all 
schools in the school district, and to negotiate with 
its hauler to increase diversion by collecting 
mixed paper. 
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Barriers in Special Collection Event: Special Collection Event: 

• The City's present franchise agreement is • Although the City has worked in past years jointly 
inadequate to require Christmas tree diversion. with other jurisdictions in the Imperial Valley to 

implement a Christmas tree diversion program, the 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: hauler has collected but not diverted Christmas 

trees. 
• The City needs more time to implement • The City is to explore options to require Christmas 

diversion of Christmas trees by its hauler. tree diversion of its hauler. 
• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing 

the barriers associated with the special collection 
event of Christmas tree diversion. 

Barriers in C&D (Special Waste) recycling program: C&D (Special Waste) diversion: 

• The City has a population of 5,812, as of 2004. • The City contracts out building review to the 
There are plans now to develop over 3000 homes County, which does not implement the C&D 
within the near future. recycling ordinance. 

• Although the City of Holtville passed a C&D • Historically, construction projects appear to have 
(construction and demolition) ordinance, it has greatly influenced the waste diversion rate of this 
not been able to implement recycling primarily small city. However, projects have been few and 
due to lack of staffing. rare in the past. Coping with the planned increase 

• The City has had difficulty dealing with its in development is challenging for the City's 
franchise hauler and its existing franchise terms. limited staff. 

• The hauler has been reluctant to offer recycling 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: options to those ordering roll off bins, despite the 

fact that the City has the contractual option to 
• The City needs additional time to implement its require destination of the haul. This is one of the 

C&D Ordinance and to monitor and assure contract terms issues that the City needs to 
maximized waste diversion. continue working to resolve. 

• The City needs more time to be able to more • Although the City passed a C&D Recycling 
closely monitor the activities of its hauler. Ordinance, the infrastructure in Imperial County 

for recycling mixed C&D materials was not 
previously available. The infrastructure is now 
more developed and allows for collection and 
diversion of mixed C&D waste, which should 
allow for more diversion of this material. 

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing 
the barriers associated with the C&D recycling 
program. 
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Barriers in Special Collection Event: 
 
• The City’s present franchise agreement is 

inadequate to require Christmas tree diversion.   
 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
 
• The City needs more time to implement 

diversion of Christmas trees by its hauler. 
 

Special Collection Event: 
 
• Although the City has worked in past years jointly 

with other jurisdictions in the Imperial Valley to 
implement a Christmas tree diversion program, the 
hauler has collected but not diverted Christmas 
trees. 

• The City is to explore options to require Christmas 
tree diversion of its hauler.  

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing 
the barriers associated with the special collection 
event of Christmas tree diversion. 

 
Barriers in C&D (Special Waste) recycling program: 
 
• The City has a population of 5,812, as of 2004.  

There are plans now to develop over 3000 homes 
within the near future. 

• Although the City of Holtville passed a C&D 
(construction and demolition) ordinance, it has 
not been able to implement recycling primarily 
due to lack of staffing. 

• The City has had difficulty dealing with its 
franchise hauler and its existing franchise terms. 

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
 
• The City needs additional time to implement its 

C&D Ordinance and to monitor and assure 
maximized waste diversion.  

• The City needs more time to be able to more 
closely monitor the activities of its hauler. 

 

C&D (Special Waste) diversion: 
 
• The City contracts out building review to the 

County, which does not implement the C&D 
recycling ordinance.   

• Historically, construction projects appear to have 
greatly influenced the waste diversion rate of this 
small city.  However, projects have been few and 
rare in the past.  Coping with the planned increase 
in development is challenging for the City’s 
limited staff. 

• The hauler has been reluctant to offer recycling 
options to those ordering roll off bins, despite the 
fact that the City has the contractual option to 
require destination of the haul.  This is one of the 
contract terms issues that the City needs to 
continue working to resolve.  

• Although the City passed a C&D Recycling 
Ordinance, the infrastructure in Imperial County 
for recycling mixed C&D materials was not 
previously available.  The infrastructure is now 
more developed and allows for collection and 
diversion of mixed C&D waste, which should 
allow for more diversion of this material.   

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing 
the barriers associated with the C&D recycling 
program. 
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Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2000 RC-CRB (Curbside Recycling) 
A campaign to combat curbside contamination 
will be implemented by new staff to be hired by 
June 1, 2005. Personal visits to residents and 
monitoring of the success of the campaign will 
be conducted by staff. Reducing contamination 
should also increase diversion of waste from the 
residential sector. 

A full year of efforts to reduce 
contamination, combined with other public 
education efforts, should increase public 
participation in the curbside program and 
increase the amount of marketable 
recyclable material. This program also 
includes expansion of multifamily recycling. 

11% 

2030-RC-OSP (Commercial On-Site Pickup) 
City staff will work in conjunction with the 
hauler to properly size recycling and trash 
containers, use locking bins as necessary or 
feasible, properly label bins for what is 
recyclable, and monitor the program for 
participation and success. 

Proper sizing of recycling bins for smaller 
accounts, as well as increasing recycling for 
a few larger accounts, if possible, should 
maximize commercial recycling in this small 
community. 

7% 

2050-RC-SCH (School Recycling) 
Presentations to classrooms on recycling are to 
be conducted by staff. A workshop for the 
school district will be held and a pilot program 
set up for school waste diversion. The City staff 
will assist the school in setting up recycling bins 
and will monitor the success of the program, to 
be duplicated in other schools. 

Using one school as an example to replicate 
throughout the school district appears to be a 
reasonable approach to increasing school 
district recycling. The City needs to first 
monitor the success of the pilot program, and 
then use it as an example to spread waste 
diversion efforts to other schools in the 
district. 

7% 

2070-RC-SNL (Special Collection Seasonal) 
Christmas tree diversion is to be accomplished 
for the 2005-6 season. 

Negotiations with the City's hauler, as well 
as countywide pressure should assist the City 
in accomplishing this goal. 

2% 

6020-PI-ORD (Ordinance — C&D) 
The City will fully implement the new C&D 
Ordinance with all new construction 
development and demolition within the City. 
The City anticipates a large increase in 
development of residential communities soon. 
City Staff will monitor the success of the 
program. 

Diversion from this program might be 
greater if it could be accomplished earlier in 
the year. However, it is necessary for the 
City to first hire additional staff to 
implement the program, beginning in the 
new fiscal year. The City's plan is to 
implement the ordinance through informing 
developers when they first contact the City, 
and have the new staff person visit 
construction sites to confirm that bins for 
recycling are being used. 

8% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 35 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 15 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50 % 

Support Programs 
5020-ED-OUT (Outreach) 
Promote recycling and curriculum in schools. 
Promote commercial and residential programs 
through news articles, highlighting good examples. 
Provide recognition to outstanding example(s). 

Staff agrees that outreach and education to classrooms is 
needed to support the planned recycling program expansion 
in the school district. 

Providing peer models and positive recognition are 
effective means of promoting an environmental concept. 
Recognition by the City should assist in promoting planned 
commercial and residential program expansion. 

The City will perform a new generation study for 
2004 to determine where it stands. 

Staff supports the City's desire to update its base year to 
help determine the most accurate possible diversion rate, 
upon which it can monitor success of its programs. 
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Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2000 RC-CRB (Curbside Recycling ) 
A campaign to combat curbside contamination 
will be implemented by new staff to be hired by 
June 1, 2005.  Personal visits to residents and 
monitoring of the success of the campaign will 
be conducted by staff. Reducing contamination 
should also increase diversion of waste from the 
residential sector. 

A full year of efforts to reduce 
contamination, combined with other public 
education efforts, should increase public 
participation in the curbside program and 
increase the amount of marketable 
recyclable material.  This program also 
includes expansion of multifamily recycling. 

11% 

2030-RC-OSP (Commercial On-Site Pickup) 
City staff will work in conjunction with the 
hauler to properly size recycling and trash 
containers, use locking bins as necessary or 
feasible, properly label bins for what is 
recyclable, and monitor the program for 
participation and success. 

Proper sizing of recycling bins for smaller 
accounts, as well as increasing recycling for 
a few larger accounts, if possible, should 
maximize commercial recycling in this small 
community. 
 
 

7% 

2050-RC-SCH (School Recycling) 
Presentations to classrooms on recycling are to 
be conducted by staff.  A workshop for the 
school district will be held and a pilot program 
set up for school waste diversion.  The City staff 
will assist the school in setting up recycling bins 
and will monitor the success of the program, to 
be duplicated in other schools. 

Using one school as an example to replicate 
throughout the school district appears to be a 
reasonable approach to increasing school 
district recycling.  The City needs to first 
monitor the success of the pilot program, and 
then use it as an example to spread waste 
diversion efforts to other schools in the 
district. 

7% 

2070-RC-SNL (Special Collection Seasonal) 
Christmas tree diversion is to be accomplished 
for the 2005-6 season. 

Negotiations with the City’s hauler, as well 
as countywide pressure should assist the City 
in accomplishing this goal. 

2% 

6020-PI-ORD (Ordinance – C&D) 
The City will fully implement the new C&D 
Ordinance with all new construction 
development and demolition  within the City. 
The City anticipates a large increase in 
development of residential communities soon. 
City Staff will monitor the success of the 
program. 

Diversion from this program might be 
greater if it could be accomplished earlier in 
the year.  However, it is necessary for the 
City to first hire additional staff to 
implement the program, beginning in the 
new fiscal year.  The City’s plan is to 
implement the ordinance through informing 
developers when they first contact the City, 
and have the new staff person visit 
construction sites to confirm that bins for 
recycling are being used. 

8% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 35 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 15 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50 % 

 
Support Programs  

5020-ED-OUT (Outreach) 
Promote recycling and curriculum in schools.  
Promote commercial and residential programs 
through news articles, highlighting good examples.  
Provide recognition to outstanding example(s). 
 

Staff agrees that outreach and education to classrooms is 
needed to support the planned recycling program expansion 
in the school district. 
 
Providing peer models and positive recognition are 
effective means of promoting an environmental concept.  
Recognition by the City should assist in promoting planned 
commercial and residential program expansion. 

The City will perform a new generation study for 
2004 to determine where it stands. 
 

Staff supports the City’s desire to update its base year to 
help determine the most accurate possible diversion rate, 
upon which it can monitor success of its programs. 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your 01.A representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process. please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mall completed documents to: 

California integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 1 Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 
For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V, 
For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V, 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
Al respondents must complete this section. 

knowledge, I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

of my 

Jurisdiction Name 

Haynie 

County 

Imperial 

Authorized Signature 

TypefPrInt Name of Parson Sig 

Stev■ Hogan 

pate 

April 20, 2005 

TM* 

City Mi►ager 

Phone 

(760) 3564574 

Parson Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Gerry Pawner 

Title  

Public Works Manager 

(760) 356-)2632 

E-mailPhone Address 

ppeashor@holtsilisens.gov  

Fax 

mop 56-1863 

Mailing Address 

121 West 5th  Street 

City 

Hobille CA 

ZIP Code 

92260 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This 
Requirement 

cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
(ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your Jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 If you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

0 No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

n Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

Eg Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _2005 

Is this a second request? 0 No EI Yes Specific years requested. _2003-2004 
ADR 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the Jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

CI Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years _ 

Is this a second ADR request? 0 No 0 Yes Specific ADR requested _ %, for the 
years 

—(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the Jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a Jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2008. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more then five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2008. 
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were 

Section lilA—TIME EXTENSION 

discuss your jurisdiction's progress In implementing diversion programs that 
to achieve 50%. Provide any additional Information that demonstrates "good faith 

shall determine your jurisdiction's progress In demonstrating "good faith 
complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate ad number (e.g., 111A-1). 

Within 

effort." 
effort" 
comprehensive 

Attach 

this section, 
planned 

The CIWMB 
towards 

addlUonet sheets 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify 
how they will be overcome. 

Holtville requested an Alternative Diversion Requirement 
covered a broad array of programs, Including multi
Christmas tree recycling, City deanups, economic 
ordinance. Staffing has been the greatest barrier 
residential development both happening and planned 
(sewer, roads, etc.), that are responsibilities of 
Board's AB 939 contact. The City plans to mitigate 
required time to implement the programs. At this 
advertising the position. Dealing with the City's 
major barrier to the City In both the economic incentives 

to meet the 50% 
barriers 

(ADR) in 
-family curbside, 
incentives, 

to Implementation 
for the City, 

the present Public 
this banter 

time, Council 
franchise hauler 

and the 

of time requested? 
a Time Extension. 

to distribute to 
the materials. 

commercial curbside. 
them in setting 

but the City 
more time to 

to businesses and 

goal? Describe why ERRE selected 
to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 

Its last time period (2003-2004) of 6%, which 
commercial collection, school recycling, 

and a Construction and Demolition (C&D) 
of programs, due to the magnitude of 

and associated upgrades to the infrastructure 
Works Manager, who also serves as the 

by hiring a full time employee to devote the 
has approved the new position, and the City is 
and its existing contract terms has been a 
C&D recycling ordinance. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for 

The City has acquired printed material and blue bags 
recycling. The City needs more time to distribute 
hauler and sent letters to businesses promoting 
of the businesses In the upcoming year to assist 
Finley Elementary, has cardboard (OCC) collection, 
their classroom recycling program. The City needs 
diversion, as well as bin labeling and outreach 

Describe any relevant circumstances in 

residents of multifamily units to assist them in 
The City has started negotiations with the 

The City needs more time to visit each 
up waste diversion programs. One school, 
needs to work with the school to add paper to 
enforce the requirement of Christmas tree 
residents. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in Its SRRE. 

The City has accomplished special collectioj of bulky goods events and successfully increased both the amount 
collected and the amount diverted. The City has also been working with its hauler to implement Christmas tree 
diversion and the other requirements of its contract, and to improve commercial diversion. The City has passed a 
procurement ordinance, a C&D ordinance, and has worked with developers to inform them of recylcing options in 
the imperial Valley. The City, working alongside the JPA, has worked to present curriculum and recycling 
information to the schools In Holtvllle. The City has accomplished some major tasks toward accomplishing the 
above listed programs (Items listed in 2). 

4.  Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 
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The City has 5,812 population as of 2004, and plans to develop 3000+/- homes In the next 3 years, which would 
triple the number 
to accommodate 

of single family residents in 
this, the City needs funding 

HottvIlle. Additional development Is 
to upgrade infrastructure and added 

planned 
staff. 

for future years, In order 
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Section 1118—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 00%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach ackiNional sheets if necessety—pleese reference each response to the appropriate eel number (e.g„ 11(8-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they win be overcome. 

2. Why is your Jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement In lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs In Its eRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 

..--.._  
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(8p). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach edditionel sheets if necessary. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary Is 
online at: 

gawnv.olvenb.ca.gov/ 
LOCentrai/PARIS/Crxiee/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM T  FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

T ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DNERSION 

2000-RC-CR B EXP 

.-- 
CURBSIDE CONTAMINATION 
A campaign to combat curkside contamination will be 
implemented by new staff to be hired by June 1, 2000. 
Personal vista to residents end monitorkig of the 
sumacs of the campaign we be oonducted by staff. 
Reducing contamination should also Increase diversion 
of waste from the residentiel sector. 

City 10/05 11 

2030-RC-OSP EXP 

City staff we work in conjunction with the hauler to 
properly size recycling and trash containers, use locking 
bins as necessary or feasible, properly table bins for 
whit I recyclable, and monitor the program for 
Participation and success. 

City & 
hauler 

12/05 7 

2050-RC-5CH EXP 

Presentation* to classrooms on recycling are to be 
conducted by staff. A workshop for the school district 
will be held and a pilot program set up for school waste 
diversion. The City staff will sestet the school in setting 
up recycling bins and MN monitor the success of the 
PicCirern, to be dtplicated in other schools. 

City & 
Nuke 

11/05 7 

247O-RC-13NL EXP 

Christmas 
2005-5 

tree diversion Is to be 
season. 

will fully implement the new 
new construction development 

City. The City anticipates 
of residents! communities 

accomplished for the 
City & 

 hauler 
12/06 2 

6020-Pi-ORD EXP 

The City 
with all 
within the 
development 
will monitor 

CAD Ordinance 
and demolition 

a large increase In 
won. City Staff 

City & 
hauler 

12/05 8 

the success of thlrPrcOram, 

Total Battnated Diversion Percent From New and/or expanded Programs 
35 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 15 

— Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50 
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PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

5020-EC-OUT EXP Promote reoyclIng and curriculum in schools. 

Promote commercial and residential programs through news 
articles, highligheng goad examples. Provide ripoognaion to 
outstanding exarnple(s). 

12/05 

Since the 2003 dIversilon 
new generation study for 

rite was negative, the City wE performs 
2004 to determine where It stands. 

6/05 

- - 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the Jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary,. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PitoORAtet TYPE 

Pleas e use the  
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary Is online at: 

www.clwmb.ce.govILG 
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Recluce.Mm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
pencENT 

DIVERSION 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expended Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent Prom Latest Annual Report 

Total Manned Diversion Percent Esthriated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board's websIte at www.chvmb.ce.gov/LGCentraltPARISI.  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Holtville April 29,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 5 NI 5 SI SO SO 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 1 NI 1 SI SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP N Y 1999 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 5 SI SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 19 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 3 (Revised) 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Holtville April 29,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 5 NI 5 SI SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 1 NI 1 SI SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP N Y 1999 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 5 SI SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Holtville April 29,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2040-RC-SFH N NY2001 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO S1 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2050-RC-SCH N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV N Y 2001 NI 4 NI 4 NI 4 NI 4 NI 4 NI 4 NI 1 SI 
Government Recycling Programs 

2080-RC-SPE N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3050-CM-SCH N N Y2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA PF SI 
School Composting Programs 

3060-CM-GOV N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Government Composting Programs 

3070-CM-OTH N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Other Composting 

4020-SP-TRS N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO D 4 SI SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
White Goods 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2040-RC-SFH N NY2001    AO                       AO                    AO                  AO                  AO                  AO                  AO                  AO SI 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2050-RC-SCH N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV N Y  2001             NI   4               NI   4               NI   4                  NI   4                   NI   4                  NI   4                 NI   1    SI 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2080-RC-SPE N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3050-CM-SCH N N Y2001            NA                  NA                 NA                   NA                  NA                   NA                 PF SI 
 School Composting Programs 

 3060-CM-GOV N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Government Composting Programs 

 3070-CM-OTH N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Other Composting 

 4020-SP-TRS N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO D 4 SI SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 White Goods 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Holtville April 29,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4050-SP-WDW N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO D 4 SI SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Rendering 

4100-SP-OTH N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF SI SO SO 
Other Special Waste 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB N N 1996 PF Al AO AO D 4 SI SO SO 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO D 4 SI SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4050-SP-WDW N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO D 4 SI SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Rendering 

 4100-SP-OTH N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF SI SO SO 
 Other Special Waste 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6000-PI-PLB N N 1996 PF AI AO AO D 4 SI SO SO 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO D 4 SI SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Holtville April 29,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

6020-PI-ORD N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 5 NI 5 NI 5 SI SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN Y Y NA SO SO SO D 99 DE Al AO AO 
Landfill 

7030-FR-CMF N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 
Composting Facility 

7040-FR-ADC N N 1995 Al AO AO AO D 4 SI SO SO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

9000-H H-PM F SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-H H-M PC N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9020-H H-CSC N Y 2001 SI 
Curbside Collection 

9040-H H-EDP SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 19 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Holtville April 29,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 6020-PI-ORD N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 5 NI 5 NI 5 SI SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN Y Y NA SO SO SO D 99 DE AI AO AO 
 Landfill 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 
 Composting Facility 

 7040-FR-ADC N N 1995 AI AO AO AO D 4 SI SO SO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 9000-HH-PMF SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9020-HH-CSC N Y 2001 SI 
 Curbside Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP SO 
 Education Programs 
 
Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-138 

Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The City Of Holtville, 
Imperial County 

WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 
41785 for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or 
Alternative Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has previously approved the above-listed jurisdiction's first SB1066 
Alternative Diversion Requirement Application; and 

WHEREAS, the jurisdiction has subsequently found that it needs additional time to expand 
those programs described in its second SB1066 Time Extension request; and 

WHEREAS, based on staffs review of the jurisdiction's progress to-date in implementing the 
programs described in its first Plan of Correction, Board staff believes that the jurisdiction has 
made a good faith effort to implement those programs, but needs additional time to expand the 
programs described in its second Plan of Correction; and 

WHEREAS, the jurisdiction has submitted the necessary information and documentation 
required in a completed SB1066 Time Extension application; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts this jurisdiction's 
second SB 1066 Time Extension application for a second extension through December 31, 2005, 
to implement its SRRE and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs this jurisdiction to report on 
its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction by submitting a status report, and a final 
report at the end of the extension in conjunction with the annual report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-138 

Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The City Of Holtville, 
Imperial County 
 
WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 
41785 for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or 
Alternative Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board has previously approved the above-listed jurisdiction’s first SB1066 
Alternative Diversion Requirement Application; and 
 
WHEREAS, the jurisdiction has subsequently found that it needs additional time to expand 
those programs described in its second SB1066 Time Extension request; and 
 
WHEREAS, based on staff’s review of the jurisdiction’s progress to-date in implementing the 
programs described in its first Plan of Correction, Board staff believes that the jurisdiction has 
made a good faith effort to implement those programs, but needs additional time to expand the 
programs described in its second Plan of Correction; and 
 
WHEREAS, the jurisdiction has submitted the necessary information and documentation 
required in a completed SB1066 Time Extension application;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts this jurisdiction’s 
second SB 1066 Time Extension application for a second extension through December 31, 2005, 
to implement its SRRE and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs this jurisdiction to report on 
its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction by submitting a status report, and a final 
report at the end of the extension in conjunction with the annual report. 

 
CERTIFICATION 

 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 20 
ITEM 
Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The Following 
Jurisdictions: The City Of Westmorland, Imperial County And The City Of South San Francisco, 
San Mateo County 
I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The jurisdictions listed in this item have submitted a second Senate Bill (SB)1066 Time 
Extension application to the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board). 
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 
extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; 
no extensions may be effective beyond January 1, 2006. 

These jurisdictions' first SB1066 Time Extensions/ Alternative Diversion Requirement 
have ended, and despite their efforts to meet the timelines in their respective first Plan of 
Correction/Goal Achievement, they will need additional time to implement programs 
proposed in their first SB1066 Time Extension/Alternative Diversion Requirement 
request, and/or additional programs. Staff's analysis of these second SB1066 Time 
Extension requests is that they are reasonable given the barriers the jurisdictions have 
faced, as explained in Attachments 1 through 2 of this item. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved these jurisdictions' first SB1066 Time Extension/ Alternative 
Diversion Requirement requests at various Board meetings. 

III.  OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the jurisdictions' applications as submitted for a second 

extension to the 50 percent diversion requirement on the basis of their good faith efforts 
to-date to implement their first Plan of Correction and plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the jurisdictions' applications as may be modified by the 
jurisdictions at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the jurisdictions' applications as submitted but also make 
recommendations for one or more jurisdictions to implement alternative programs 
that it believes should be added to the new Plan of Correction for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes one or more jurisdictions should add for their new Plan of 
Correction to be successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow 
the jurisdiction(s) time to revise its/their application. 

5. The Board may disapprove one or more jurisdictions' application and allow the 
jurisdiction(s) to revise and resubmit the application based on the Board's specified 
reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove one or more jurisdictions' application and direct staff to 
commence the process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified 
reasons for disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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AGENDA ITEM 20 

ITEM 
Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The Following 
Jurisdictions: The City Of Westmorland, Imperial County And The City Of South San Francisco, 
San Mateo County 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The jurisdictions listed in this item have submitted a second Senate Bill (SB)1066 Time 
Extension application to the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board).  
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 
extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; 
no extensions may be effective beyond January 1, 2006.  
 
These jurisdictions’ first SB1066 Time Extensions/ Alternative Diversion Requirement 
have ended, and despite their efforts to meet the timelines in their respective first Plan of 
Correction/Goal Achievement, they will need additional time to implement programs 
proposed in their first SB1066 Time Extension/Alternative Diversion Requirement 
request, and/or additional programs.  Staff’s analysis of these second SB1066 Time 
Extension requests is that they are reasonable given the barriers the jurisdictions have 
faced, as explained in Attachments 1 through 2 of this item. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved these jurisdictions’ first SB1066 Time Extension/ Alternative 
Diversion Requirement requests at various Board meetings.  
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the jurisdictions’ applications as submitted for a second 

extension to the 50 percent diversion requirement on the basis of their good faith efforts 
to-date to implement their first Plan of Correction and plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the jurisdictions’ applications as may be modified by the 
jurisdictions at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the jurisdictions’ applications as submitted but also make 
recommendations for one or more jurisdictions to implement alternative programs 
that it believes should be added to the new Plan of Correction for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes one or more jurisdictions should add for their new Plan of 
Correction to be successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow 
the jurisdiction(s) time to revise its/their application.   

5. The Board may disapprove one or more jurisdictions’ application and allow the 
jurisdiction(s) to revise and resubmit the application based on the Board’s specified 
reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove one or more jurisdictions’ application and direct staff to 
commence the process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified 
reasons for disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

implement 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key 

Staff recommends the 
request 
first 

and Findings 

Board 

Plan of 

Code (PRC) 

the 
may 

for the 
this section 

listed in 

barriers 
certain 

Time 
and 

implement 

as submitted 

further 

disapproves 
disapproval." 

more 

implement 

adopt option 

Correction 

of PRC 
50 percent 
be effective 

a request 

shall 

a 

this item 
time 

programs, 
encountered 
programs, 

Extension 
each includes 

the 

the 

Section 

provides 

implementation 

programs 

No. 1: approve each jurisdiction's second SB1066 
on the basis of their good faith efforts to-date to 

and their plans for future program implementation. 

41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 

diversion requirement for a maximum of five 
beyond January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820). 

that: 
for an extension, the board may make specific 

of alternative programs. 
preclude the board from disapproving any request 

request for an extension, the board shall specify its 

have submitted a second SB1066 Time Extension 
to either: 

during the first TE that kept them from 
or 

in their first Plan of Correction. 

applications address all of the requirements of a 
a discussion as to why the jurisdiction needs 

diversion programs listed in their second Plan of 

information below. 

time extension 

1. Background 

their 

Issues 

Public Resources 
the diversion requirement 
extensions to meeting 
years; no extensions 

PRC Section 41820(b) 
"(1) When considering 
recommendations 
(2) Nothing in 
for an extension. 
(3) If the board 
reasons for the 

The jurisdictions 
application requesting 
• implement additional 
• overcome the 

implementing 
• expand or fully 

The second SB1066 
SB 1066 application 
additional time to 
Correction. 

2. Basis for staffs analysis 
Staff's analysis is based upon 

Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Preliminary Diversion Rates (Percent) Key Jurisdiction Conditions 

Report Year Waste Stream Data 

Jurisdiction Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds 
waste 

generated 
per person 

per day 
(ppd) 

Population 
(2002) 

Non- 
Residential 

Waste 
Stream 

Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 

Percentage 

Westmorland 1998 28 39 22 22 18 4.92 2210 66% 34% 
South S.F. 2000 ND 32 40 41 48 13.03 60,800 85% 15% 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve each jurisdiction’s second SB1066 
time extension request as submitted on the basis of their good faith efforts to-date to 
implement their first Plan of Correction and their plans for future program implementation. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 
extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five 
years; no extensions may be effective beyond January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an extension. 
(3)  If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify its 
reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The jurisdictions listed in this item have submitted a second SB1066 Time Extension 
application requesting more time to either: 
• implement additional programs, 
• overcome the barriers encountered during the first TE that kept them from 

implementing certain programs, or 
• expand or fully implement programs in their first Plan of Correction.   
 
The second SB1066 Time Extension applications address all of the requirements of a 
SB 1066 application and each includes a discussion as to why the jurisdiction needs 
additional time to implement the diversion programs listed in their second Plan of 
Correction. 

 
2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   
    Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
 
  Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

 
Key Jurisdiction Conditions  Preliminary Diversion Rates (Percent) 

Report Year Waste Stream Data 

Jurisdiction Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds 
waste 

generated 
per person 

per day  
(ppd) 

Population 
(2002) 

Non-
Residential 

Waste  
Stream 

Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 

Percentage 

Westmorland   1998 28 39 22 22 18 4.92 2210 66% 34% 
South S.F. 2000 ND 32 40 41 48 13.03 60,800 85% 15% 
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Jurisdiction Program Review Reporting Proposed % Extension Is Time Request 
Site Visit by Frequency Diversion End Date Appropriate? 
Board Staff Increase (yes/no) 

Status report 
Westmorland 2005 Final report with 32% 12/31/05 yes 

Annual Report 
Status report 

South S.F. 2002 Final report with 2.5% 12/31/05 yes 
Annual Report 

Staff Analysis of Second SB 1066 Applications: 
Attachments 1 through 2 provide an overview of the following: 

• The barriers faced by each jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement 
within the first time extension/alternative diversion requirement, and the 
jurisdiction's explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staffs analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdictions are proposing to expand or newly implement 

in the second Plan of Correction (Section W-A of the SB1066 Time Extension 
application), and their relationship to programs proposed for the first extension; 

• Staffs analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 
appropriate, given the barriers confronted in the first Time Extension/ Alternative 
Diversion Requirement period, and the jurisdictions' waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction's SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 

a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 
b. includes source reduction, recycling, and composting programs a 

jurisdiction will modify and new programs they will implement; 
c. identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
d. identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs. 

Each jurisdiction's second Plan of Correction meets the above requirements. Board staff 
has also conducted an assessment of each jurisdiction's current program implementation, 
including a program review site visit. Based on Board staff's understanding of the 
relevant circumstances in the jurisdictions that contributed to their need for a second 
extension, Board staff believes the jurisdictions' proposed new Plans of Correction to be 
reasonable. The jurisdictions' requests and staff's analyses are explained in the 
attachment matrix (Attachments 1 through 2) for each jurisdiction. 

In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. In addition to reporting their progress in their Annual Reports, 
staff recommends that these jurisdictions also be required to submit six month progress 
reports as well as a final report at the end of their extensions. 
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Jurisdiction Program Review 
Site Visit by 
Board Staff 

Reporting 
Frequency 

Proposed % 
Diversion 
Increase 

Extension 
End Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? 

(yes/no) 

Westmorland 2005 
Status report 

Final report with 
Annual Report 

32% 12/31/05 yes 

South S.F. 2002 
Status report 

Final report with 
Annual Report 

2.5% 12/31/05 yes 

 
Staff Analysis of Second SB 1066 Applications:  
Attachments 1 through 2 provide an overview of the following: 

• The barriers faced by each jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement 
within the first time extension/alternative diversion requirement, and the 
jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdictions are proposing to expand or newly implement 

in the second Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension 
application), and their relationship to programs proposed for the first extension; 

• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 
appropriate, given the barriers confronted in the first Time Extension/ Alternative 
Diversion Requirement period, and the jurisdictions’ waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
     a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           b.  includes source reduction, recycling, and composting programs a             
                jurisdiction will modify and new programs they will implement; 

     c.  identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     d.  identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
Each jurisdiction’s second Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff 
has also conducted an assessment of each jurisdiction’s current program implementation, 
including a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the 
relevant circumstances in the jurisdictions that contributed to their need for a second 
extension, Board staff believes the jurisdictions’ proposed new Plans of Correction to be 
reasonable.  The jurisdictions’ requests and staff’s analyses are explained in the 
attachment matrix (Attachments 1 through 2) for each jurisdiction. 

 
In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. In addition to reporting their progress in their Annual Reports, 
staff recommends that these jurisdictions also be required to submit six month progress 
reports as well as a final report at the end of their extensions. 
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3. Findings 
determined that the Board may grant the requested second Time Extensions 

requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
has submitted all required planning elements. 
is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
has submitted a second Plan of Correction demonstrating that it 

requirements by the time the extension expires including: 
it will expand or start implementing, the dates of 

and the means of funding. 

of each jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
in Attachments 1 through 2. Because of the jurisdictions' efforts 
for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 

in their respective second Plan of Correction, staff is 
of their second SB1066 time extension applications. 

information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 

Impacts 
more time to implement diversion programs will help to 

both locally and statewide. 

more time to implement new and expand existing 
and to measure the impact these newly implemented and 
have had on diversion will assist the jurisdictions to achieve the 

of PRC Section 41780. 

the Board results from this item. 

this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
to petition for more time to implement additional 

to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, and 
discretion to grant these time extensions. 

the diversion 

list 

approval 

Issues 

Term 

allows jurisdictions 

Justice 

Staff has 
because they 
• Each 
• Each 

identified 
• Each 

will meet 

A comprehensive 
programs 
to-date and 
requirement 
recommending 

the programs 
implementation, 

meet the 
jurisdiction 
jurisdiction 

in its 
jurisdiction 

that 

is provided 
their plans 
as outlined 

available 

these jurisdictions 
waste diversion, 

Impacts 
these jurisdictions 
programs 
programs 
requirements 

impact to 

above, 

programs 
Board the 

Setting. 

B. Environmental 
Based on 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long 
Allowing 
increase 

D. Stakeholder 
Allowing 
diversion 
expanded 
diversion 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed 
41820 that 
diversion 
allows the 

G. Environmental 
Community 

2000 Census Data — Demographics 
Jurisdiction % 

White 
% 

Hispanic 
% 

Black 
%Native 
American 

% Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

Westmorland 16.2 82.2 0.6 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 
South S.F. 30.5 31.8 2.7 0.3 28.6 1.5 0.4 
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3.  Findings
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested second Time Extensions 
because they meet the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• Each jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• Each jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• Each jurisdiction has submitted a second Plan of Correction demonstrating that it 

will meet the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: 
the programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of 
implementation, and the means of funding. 

 
A comprehensive list of each jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachments 1 through 2.  Because of the jurisdictions’ efforts 
to-date and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 
requirement as outlined in their respective second Plan of Correction, staff is 
recommending approval of their second SB1066 time extension applications.   

 
B. Environmental Issues 

Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing these jurisdictions more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide.   
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing these jurisdictions more time to implement new and expand existing 
diversion programs and to measure the impact these newly implemented and 
expanded programs have had on diversion will assist the jurisdictions to achieve the 
diversion requirements of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, and 
allows the Board the discretion to grant these time extensions. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   

 
2000 Census Data – Demographics 

Jurisdiction % 
White 

% 
Hispanic 

% 
Black 

%Native 
American 

% Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

Westmorland 16.2 82.2 0.6 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 
South S.F. 30.5 31.8 2.7 0.3 28.6 1.5 0.4 
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2000 Census Data — Economic Data 
Jurisdiction Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below 

poverty level 
Westmorland 23,365 30,754 27.2 

South S.F. 61,764 71,539 5.2 
* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional representatives, 
there are no environmental justice issues related to this item in these communities. 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. Westmorland: The City distributed 
printed brochures on composting and grasscycling in English and Spanish and 
how to build compost bins at the cleanup event. Fact sheets have been revised and 
translated into Spanish. South San Francisco: The City has fliers on it's curbside 
recycling and greenwaste programs printed in English, Spanish and Chinese. 
These fliers are also posted on their franchise haulers website in English, Spanish 
and Chinese. In addition, the City uses outreach material from the County's 
RecycleWorks program that is printed in English and Spanish. 

• Project Benefits. The expansion of the existing, and implementation of the additional 
programs listed in this item will help to increase the jurisdictions' diversion rates. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions' 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the jurisdictions' efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Westmorland 
2. Time Extension Matrix for the City of South San Francisco 
3. City of Westmorland's Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
4. City of South San Francisco's Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
5. Program Listing for the City of Westmorland 
6. Program Listing for the City of South San Francisco 
7. Resolution Number 2005-139 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Tara Gauthier Phone: (916) 341-6277 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 
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2000 Census Data – Economic Data  

Jurisdiction Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below 
poverty level 

Westmorland 23,365 30,754 27.2 
South S.F. 61,764 71,539 5.2 

* Per household 
 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional representatives, 
there are no environmental justice issues related to this item in these communities.   

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  Westmorland: The City distributed 
printed brochures on composting and grasscycling in English and Spanish and 
how to build compost bins at the cleanup event. Fact sheets have been revised and 
translated into Spanish. South San Francisco: The City has fliers on it's curbside 
recycling and greenwaste programs printed in English, Spanish and Chinese.  
These fliers are also posted on their franchise haulers website in English, Spanish 
and Chinese.  In addition, the City uses outreach material from the County’s 
RecycleWorks program that is printed in English and Spanish. 

• Project Benefits.  The expansion of the existing, and implementation of the additional 
programs listed in this item will help to increase the jurisdictions’ diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the jurisdictions’ efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  
 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Westmorland 
2. Time Extension Matrix for the City of South San Francisco 
3. City of Westmorland’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application  
4. City of South San Francisco’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
5. Program Listing for the City of Westmorland  
6. Program Listing for the City of South San Francisco 
7. Resolution Number 2005-139 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff:  Tara Gauthier                           Phone:  (916) 341-6277 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  N/A                 Phone:  N/A 
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IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A.  Support 

The cities of Westmorland and South San Francisco 
B.  Opposition 

Staff had not received any 
publication. 

written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
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IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  

A. Support 
The cities of Westmorland and South San Francisco

B. Opposition 
 Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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City of Westmorland Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 
Barriers in residential curbside recycling program: Residential curbside recycling: 

• Although the City implemented a 3-can automated system 
with commingled recycling in 2000, contamination of 
recyclables and participation rate remains an ongoing 
problem. 

• The local recycling MRF was re-permitted as a dirty 
MRF, but despite this modification, the ultimate 
problem appears to be lack of education or incentive to 
prevent contamination of curbside recycling and green 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: waste. Recycling contamination for 2003 was an 
• More thorough education of residents is needed to improve 

their participation in curbside recycling and green waste 
average of 43% by weight. This rate is similar to other 
Imperial Valley cities. 

collection programs, and to reduce associated costs. The 
City needs a full year to conduct an education and 

• Reduced contamination is likely to lead to increased 
diversion of recyclables. 

information campaign. • Ethnic makeup of the community requires culturally 
• The City plans to institute a penalty for excessive sensitive outreach in the Spanish language. 

contamination of recycling containers. • The study that the Joint Powers Authority is 
• The Joint Powers Authority is conducting a study in 2005 

to address the issue of curbside contamination of 
recyclables. 

conducting is intended to uncover reasons for the high 
contamination rate so that it can be addressed 
regionally as well as in this city. 

• Increased and repetitive flyers, brochures, guides and news 
articles are to be printed and delivered to residents 
throughout the year 2005. 

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing the 
barriers associated with the residential curbside 
recycling program. 

Barriers in residential curbside green waste programs: Residential curbside green waste: 

• Although there is a substantial amount of green waste 
collected in the curbside program, it is too contaminated in 
that state for use as ADC at the landfill, and waste must be 

• Although the hauler collected 227.54 tons of green 
waste through the residential curbside program, only 
64 tons of this was usable as ADC in 2003. 

separated before the material can be used. • Green waste from curbside programs has been run 
• The present MRF, due to its costs of diverting green waste, 

has been reducing the amounts of greenery diverted from 
landfilling. 

through the MRF to pick out contamination, but 
excessively increases the cost of the program. 
Contaminants have also been picked out at the working 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: face of the landfill. Neither method is cost effective. 
• More time is needed to implement and monitor an effective 

campaign against green waste contamination. More 
frequent education of residents in bilingual format is 

• The present MRF, due to its costs of diverting green 
waste, has been reducing the amounts of greenery 
diverted from landfilling and used as ADC. 

planned for the City's curbside recycling program, which 
will also address the City's green waste diversion program. 

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing the 
barriers associated with the residential curbside green 

• The City needs more time to incorporate green waste 
diversion into its new contract with a hauler. 

waste collection program. 

• As with its curbside recycling program, the City needs 
more time to institute a penalty for excessive contamination 
of green waste containers. 

Barriers in commercial on-site pickup program: Commercial on-site pickup: 

• Cost of living increases in the present hauler contract have 
increased the cost of commercial recycling to the point that 

• Some businesses that started out with recycling 
containers dropped using them due to increased costs. 

some businesses have dropped recycling. The City is 
unable to change the contracted rates until it is able to go 
out to bid for a new RFP. The City is so small, they are 
unable to do this on their own, but will take the opportunity 

• Staff visits to local businesses confirmed that more 
outreach to businesses is needed to inform them of 
what they can recycle, and options for locked recycling 
bins to reduce contamination. 

to do so if another larger city in the Imperial Valley does 
the same 

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing the 
barriers associated with the commercial on-site pickup 

• Businesses need more education to know what items in 
their waste stream are recyclable, and how they might save 
money by combining recycling with pickup of disposables. 

program. 
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City of Westmorland Second Time Extension Application Matrix 
 
Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff’s Analysis 
Barriers in residential curbside recycling program: 
 
• Although the City implemented a 3-can automated system 

with commingled recycling in 2000, contamination of 
recyclables and participation rate remains an ongoing 
problem. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• More thorough education of residents is needed to improve 

their participation in curbside recycling and green waste 
collection programs, and to reduce associated costs.   The 
City needs a full year to conduct an education and 
information campaign. 

• The City plans to institute a penalty for excessive 
contamination of recycling containers.  

• The Joint Powers Authority is conducting a study in 2005 
to address the issue of curbside contamination of 
recyclables.   

• Increased and repetitive flyers, brochures, guides and news 
articles are to be printed and delivered to residents 
throughout the year 2005.   

Residential curbside recycling: 
 
• The local recycling MRF was re-permitted as a dirty 

MRF, but despite this modification, the ultimate 
problem appears to be lack of education or incentive to 
prevent contamination of curbside recycling and green 
waste.  Recycling contamination for 2003 was an 
average of 43% by weight. This rate is similar to other 
Imperial Valley cities. 

• Reduced contamination is likely to lead to increased 
diversion of recyclables. 

• Ethnic makeup of the community requires culturally 
sensitive outreach in the Spanish language. 

• The study that the Joint Powers Authority is 
conducting is intended to uncover reasons for the high 
contamination rate so that it can be addressed 
regionally as well as in this city. 

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing the 
barriers associated with the residential curbside 
recycling program. 

Barriers in residential curbside green waste programs:   
 
• Although there is a substantial amount of green waste 

collected in the curbside program, it is too contaminated in 
that state for use as ADC at the landfill, and waste must be 
separated before the material can be used. 

• The present MRF, due to its costs of diverting green waste, 
has been reducing the amounts of greenery diverted from 
landfilling. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• More time is needed to implement and monitor an effective 

campaign against green waste contamination. More 
frequent education of residents in bilingual format is 
planned for the City’s curbside recycling program, which 
will also address the City’s green waste diversion program. 

• The City needs more time to incorporate green waste 
diversion into its new contract with a hauler. 

• As with its curbside recycling program, the City needs 
more time to institute a penalty for excessive contamination 
of green waste containers.  

Residential curbside green waste:   
 
• Although the hauler collected 227.54 tons of green 

waste through the residential curbside program, only 
64 tons of this was usable as ADC in 2003. 

• Green waste from curbside programs has been run 
through the MRF to pick out contamination, but 
excessively increases the cost of the program.  
Contaminants have also been picked out at the working 
face of the landfill.  Neither method is cost effective. 

• The present MRF, due to its costs of diverting green 
waste, has been reducing the amounts of greenery 
diverted from landfilling and used as ADC.  

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing the 
barriers associated with the residential curbside green 
waste collection program. 

 

Barriers in commercial on-site pickup program: 
 
• Cost of living increases in the present hauler contract have 

increased the cost of commercial recycling to the point that 
some businesses have dropped recycling.  The City is 
unable to change the contracted rates until it is able to go 
out to bid for a new RFP.  The City is so small, they are 
unable to do this on their own, but will take the opportunity 
to do so if another larger city in the Imperial Valley does 
the same 

• Businesses need more education to know what items in 
their waste stream are recyclable, and how they might save 
money by combining recycling with pickup of disposables. 

 
 
 

Commercial on-site pickup:   
 
• Some businesses that started out with recycling 

containers dropped using them due to increased costs.   
• Staff visits to local businesses confirmed that more 

outreach to businesses is needed to inform them of 
what they can recycle, and options for locked recycling 
bins to reduce contamination. 

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing the 
barriers associated with the commercial on-site pickup 
program. 
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Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City needs more time to wait for the opportunity to 

"piggy back" on another contract. 
• The City needs more time to promote distribution of 

residential sized recycling containers to small businesses. 
• The City needs time to promote locking commercial recycle 

bins to larger businesses so that their recyclables remain 
free from unlawfully disposed items from the 
neighborhood. 

• A full year is needed to verify whether the "rural factor" 
(no large businesses that recycle large amounts) can be 
overcome with regard to diversion rate. 

Barriers in C&D (Special Waste) recycling program: C&D (Special Waste) diversion: 
• Westmorland was the first city in the Imperial Valley to • Historically, construction projects have greatly 

pass a C&D (construction and demolition) ordinance. influenced the diversion rate of this small city. 
However, the infrastructure for recycling all C&D materials However, projects have been few and rare in the past. 
was not available at the time the ordinance was passed. More construction has been taking place in the last two 

• The original C&D reporting form that contractors filled out years. 
only required estimations of the amounts of waste diverted • Although the City was the first in the Imperial Valley 
from projects. to pass a C&D Recycling Ordinance, the infrastructure 

• The diversion rate for this small rural City is noticeably for recycling materials other than inerts (concrete and 
affected by construction projects in the city. asphalt) was not available. The infrastructure is now 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: more developed which should allow for more diversion 
• The C&D recycling infrastructure is now more developed of C&D. 

which should allow for more diversion of these special • Although one entity had a construction project in 2003 
wastes. and source separated the material to be recycled, the 

• The City needs additional time to revise its C&D Ordinance hauler landfilled it rather than recycling it. Revised 
reporting forms to require weight receipts and delivery reporting forms to be used by the City will require 
destination of recycled material to monitor and assure weight receipts and delivery destination of recycled 
maximized waste diversion. material. This will not only document the amounts of 

• More time is needed to monitor the effectiveness of the material recycled, but will help ensure that recycling 
amended ordinance reporting forms. will be maximized on construction or demolition 

• The City needs more time to revise its contract, when the projects. 

opportunity arises, to be able to more closely monitor the • Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing the 
activities of its hauler. barriers associated with the C&D recycling program. 

Barriers in Special Collection Event: Special Collection Event: 
• Although the City has worked jointly with other • The City of Westmorland is too small to influence the 

jurisdictions in the Imperial Valley to implement a programs offered by the hauler without the combined 
Christmas tree diversion program, the present hauler has influence of other jurisdictions in the Imperial Valley. 
collected but not diverted Christmas trees. • According to the City, its present contract is inadequate 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: to require Christmas tree diversion. 
• The City needs more time to require diversion of green • It is exploring options for contracting as well as 

waste in a new hauler contract. working with the JPA to require Christmas tree 
diversion. 

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing the 
barriers associated with the special collection event of 
Christmas tree diversion. 

Economic Incentives Economic Incentives: 
• The City found that after evaluating the completion of its • Staff agrees that the City seems to be adequately 

first alternative diversion requirement that ended in addressing the barrier of curbside contamination 
December 2004, and the effectiveness of the programs, that by initiating a monetary penalty on contaminated 
expanded programs needed to be added to address the bins to provide an economic incentive to the 
contaminated curbside recycling and green waste residential sectors of the City, combined with 
containers. This program is to impose a penalty on 
contaminated curbside recycling containers. 

increased educational efforts. 

• The City needs the full year to be able to institute the 
contamination penalty for residential curbside recycling, 
and review/document the results of these efforts. 
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Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• The City needs more time to wait for the opportunity to 

“piggy back” on another contract. 
• The City needs more time to promote distribution of 

residential sized recycling containers to small businesses. 
• The City needs time to promote locking commercial recycle 

bins to larger businesses so that their recyclables remain 
free from unlawfully disposed items from the 
neighborhood. 

• A full year is needed to verify whether the “rural factor” 
(no large businesses that recycle large amounts) can be 
overcome with regard to diversion rate.    

Barriers in C&D (Special Waste) recycling program: 
• Westmorland was the first city in the Imperial Valley to 

pass a C&D (construction and demolition) ordinance.  
However, the infrastructure for recycling all C&D materials 
was not available at the time the ordinance was passed. 

• The original C&D reporting form that contractors filled out 
only required estimations of the amounts of waste diverted 
from projects. 

• The diversion rate for this small rural City is noticeably 
affected by construction projects in the city. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• The C&D recycling infrastructure is now more developed 

which should allow for more diversion of these special 
wastes.   

• The City needs additional time to revise its C&D Ordinance 
reporting forms to require weight receipts and delivery 
destination of recycled material to monitor and assure 
maximized waste diversion.  

• More time is needed to monitor the effectiveness of the 
amended ordinance reporting forms. 

• The City needs more time to revise its contract, when the 
opportunity arises, to be able to more closely monitor the 
activities of its hauler. 

C&D (Special Waste) diversion: 
• Historically, construction projects have greatly 

influenced the diversion rate of this small city.  
However, projects have been few and rare in the past.  
More construction has been taking place in the last two 
years. 

• Although the City was the first in the Imperial Valley 
to pass a C&D Recycling Ordinance, the infrastructure 
for recycling materials other than inerts (concrete and 
asphalt) was not available.  The infrastructure is now 
more developed which should allow for more diversion 
of C&D.   

• Although one entity had a construction project in 2003 
and source separated the material to be recycled, the 
hauler landfilled it rather than recycling it. Revised 
reporting forms to be used by the City will require 
weight receipts and delivery destination of recycled 
material.  This will not only document the amounts of 
material recycled, but will help ensure that recycling 
will be maximized on construction or demolition 
projects.  

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing the 
barriers associated with the C&D recycling program. 

Barriers in Special Collection Event: 
• Although the City has worked jointly with other 

jurisdictions in the Imperial Valley to implement a 
Christmas tree diversion program, the present hauler has 
collected but not diverted Christmas trees. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City needs more time to require diversion of green 

waste in a new hauler contract. 
 

Special Collection Event: 
• The City of Westmorland is too small to influence the 

programs offered by the hauler without the combined 
influence of other jurisdictions in the Imperial Valley.   

• According to the City, its present contract is inadequate 
to require Christmas tree diversion.   

• It is exploring options for contracting as well as 
working with the JPA to require Christmas tree 
diversion.  

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing the 
barriers associated with the special collection event of 
Christmas tree diversion. 

Economic Incentives 
• The City found that after evaluating the completion of its 

first alternative diversion requirement that ended in 
December 2004, and the effectiveness of the programs, that 
expanded programs needed to be added to address the 
contaminated curbside recycling and green waste 
containers. This program is to impose a penalty on 
contaminated curbside recycling containers. 

• The City needs the full year to be able to institute the 
contamination penalty for residential curbside recycling, 
and review/document the results of these efforts.  

Economic Incentives: 
• Staff agrees that the City seems to be adequately 

addressing the barrier of curbside contamination 
by initiating a monetary penalty on contaminated 
bins to provide an economic incentive to the 
residential sectors of the City, combined with 
increased educational efforts.   
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Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated Percent 
Diversion 

2000 RC-CRB (Curbside Recycling) 
Increase residential curbside recycling through 
reducing contamination and increasing participation. 
The JPA is conducting a study of curbside 
contamination to analyze the reasons for the high 
contamination rate and how to address them. 

Combined efforts to reduce contamination, 
should increase public participation in the 
curbside program and increase the amount 
of marketable recyclable material. 

3% 

3000 CM-RCG (Curbside Green Waste) 

Require hauler to divert green waste. 

The JPA is to conduct a contamination study to better 
target outreach and incentives to reduce contamination 
of curbside green waste. 

Requiring that green waste be diverted by 
the hauler should increase curbside 
diversion substantially since green waste is 
a large percentage of the waste stream. 
Increased bilingual education should also 
increase resident participation in the 
program and the amount of divertible 
material. 

10% 

2030-RC-OSP (Commercial On-Site Pickup) 

Provide recycling containers to businesses without 
service. Extend efforts to encourage other businesses 
in the city to properly size their recycle bins or make 
them aware of locking bins if contamination is an 
issue. 

2040-RC-SFH (Commercial Self-haul) Continue to 
Implement C&D Ordinance 

Increasing recycling service to larger 
commercial accounts as well as proper 
sizing of recycling bins for smaller 
accounts should maximize commercial 
recycling in this small community. 

Commercial C&D recyling should 
increase through improved ordinance 
implementation and monitoring. 

10% 

8% 

2070-RC-SNL (Special Collection Seasonal) 

Collect Christmas trees and mulch/divert 

1% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 32 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 18 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50 % 

Support Programs 

6020 PI-ORD (C&D Ordinance) 
Continue to monitor, modify, and enforce 

Revise reporting forms to include weight receipts and delivery 
destination of recycled material. 

Work to ensure the hauler will divert recyclable materials. 

By reviewing the reporting to require proof that 
material was recycled, the City will ensure it was 
diverted, or take steps to correct the systems in place 
if it was not. By revising reporting requirements to 
require weight tickets, etc. the City should see a 
decreased amount of C&D material landfilled. 

6030 PI-ORD (Economic Incentives) 

Institute extra charge for contaminated recycle container. 

Revise the present contract with hauler or go out with RFP if the 
opportunity arises to "piggy-back" with another larger local 
jurisdiction. 

By adding the economic incentive of a monetary 
penalty on contaminated curbside recycling 
containers to the City's plan of correction, staff 

 
agrees that this will lead to improved quality and 
quantity of recyclable material. 

1030-SR-PMT (Procurement) 

Check on possiblity of joint purchase pool with State. Determine cost 
differential for recycled content paper. Include recyled products in 
budget where feasible. 

Procurement 

Closing the loop of recycling with procurement of 
recycled content leads to better markets for recycled 
goods. 

5010-ED-PRN (Printed Education) 

Provide printed information on the above programs in both English and 
Spanish to residents and businesses. 

Printed education should be effective if properly 
targeted and personally distributed. 
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Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated Percent 

Diversion 
2000 RC-CRB (Curbside Recycling ) 
Increase residential curbside recycling through 
reducing contamination and increasing participation.  
The JPA is conducting a study of curbside 
contamination to analyze the reasons for the high 
contamination rate and how to address them.   
 

Combined efforts to reduce contamination, 
should increase public participation in the 
curbside program and increase the amount 
of marketable recyclable material. 

3% 

3000 CM-RCG (Curbside Green Waste) 
Require hauler to divert green waste. 
The JPA is to conduct a contamination study to better 
target outreach and incentives to reduce contamination 
of curbside green waste. 
 
 

Requiring that green waste be diverted by 
the hauler should increase curbside 
diversion substantially since green waste is 
a large percentage of the waste stream.   
Increased bilingual education should also 
increase resident participation in the 
program and the amount of divertible 
material. 

10% 

2030-RC-OSP (Commercial On-Site Pickup) 
Provide recycling containers to businesses without 
service.  Extend efforts to encourage other businesses 
in the city to properly size their recycle bins or make 
them aware of locking bins if contamination is an 
issue.  
 
2040-RC-SFH (Commercial Self-haul) Continue to 
Implement C&D Ordinance 

Increasing recycling service to larger 
commercial accounts as well as proper 
sizing of recycling bins for smaller 
accounts should maximize commercial 
recycling in this small community. 
 
Commercial C&D recyling should 
increase through improved ordinance 
implementation and monitoring. 

10% 
 
 
 
 
 
8% 

2070-RC-SNL (Special Collection Seasonal) 
Collect Christmas trees and mulch/divert 

 1% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 32 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 18 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50 % 

 
Support Programs  

6020 PI-ORD (C&D Ordinance ) 
Continue to monitor, modify, and enforce 
Revise reporting forms to include weight receipts and delivery 
destination of recycled material.  
Work to ensure the hauler will divert recyclable materials. 

By reviewing the reporting to require proof that 
material was recycled, the City will ensure it was 
diverted, or take steps to correct the systems in place 
if it was not.  By revising reporting requirements to 
require weight tickets, etc. the City should see a 
decreased amount of C&D material landfilled. 

6030 PI-ORD (Economic Incentives) 
Institute extra charge for contaminated recycle container. 
Revise the present contract with hauler or go out with RFP if the 
opportunity arises to “piggy-back” with another larger local 
jurisdiction. 

By adding the economic incentive of a monetary 
penalty on contaminated curbside recycling 
containers to the City’s plan of correction, staff 
agrees that this will lead to improved quality and 
quantity of recyclable material. 

1030-SR-PMT (Procurement) 
Check on possiblity of joint purchase pool with State. Determine cost 
differential for recycled content paper.  Include recyled products in 
budget where feasible. 

Procurement 
Closing the loop of recycling with procurement of 
recycled content leads to better markets for recycled 
goods. 

5010-ED-PRN (Printed Education) 
Provide printed information on the above programs in both English and 
Spanish to residents and businesses. 

 
Printed education should be effective if properly 
targeted and personally distributed. 
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City of South San Francisco Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in C&D Ordinance programs: 
• The City's first request for a time extension included 

the evaluation of potential diversion from a C&D 
Ordinance. The evaluation process was completed 
in September 2004 after consideration of the 
expanded diversion from the Blue Line Transfer 
Station C&D processing line. It was important to 
know the processing capabilities of the nearest 
C&D facility to help determine the potential 
diversion from the Ordinance. If the facility was 
capturing and processing most of the C&D occuring 
in the City, the Ordinance may not have been 
required. However, it was determined toward the 
end of the first extension that there was a need for 
the additional diversion from a C&D Ordinance. A 
draft ordinance began in late 2004 and will be 
submitted to City staff in 2005. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The primary factors contributing to the need for 

additional time is the inherent timeline for 
municipalities to approve support for a new 
ordinance. A draft C&D ordinance is complete and 
will be submitted to City staff shortly. Time is 
needed for the City Council to consider the 
ordinance, so maximum allowable time extension is 
requested. The City's franchised hauler already has 
the facility with capacity to handle an increased 
volume of C&D material when the ordinance goes 
into effect. 

C&D Ordinance : 
• With a C&D processing line at the local transfer 

station already in place, there is an existing 
infrastructure for diverting C&D waste. With a new 
C&D ordinance by the City, the program should be 
effective. 

• As new construction continues with the growth of 
the City's Biotech industry, C&D material will 
continue to be a major part of the City's waste 
stream. A C&D ordinance should be an important 
component to reducing the land filling C&D 
material. 

Other reasons for second time extension: 
The current 2000 base year, has high taxable sales 
compared to the following years. Because of this, 
the City believes the current base year may not be 
representative. The City's franchised hauler, South 
San Francisco Scavenger Company (SSFSCo) 
shows a significant increase in diversion through its 
facilities and programs following the 2000 base year 
and the disposal has decreased in 2003, yet the 
City's diversion rate is still below 50 percent. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
If a new base year needs to be established, 
preparation of the documentation and review of the 
request by the CIWMB can take six to 12 months. 
Work began in January 2005 to research the 
possiblility of a new base year. If needed, the 
request for a new base year is expected to be 
submitted by July 1, 2005. 

Other programs: 
• Staff agrees that if the City no longer believes that 

their current base year adequately represents the 
waste generated in the City, then performing a new 
base-year study can be useful. The City's 
adjustment factors have fallen dramatically since the 
year 2000. As these factors become more stable in 
the future, a new base year would be helpful in 
accurately estimating future diversion rates. 

• In addition, the data collected in conducting a waste 
generation study will be invaluable in future 
planning for the City. 
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City of South San Francisco Second Time Extension Application Matrix 
 

 
Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in C&D Ordinance programs: 
• The City's first request for a time extension included 

the evaluation of potential diversion from a C&D 
Ordinance.  The evaluation process was completed 
in September 2004 after consideration of the 
expanded diversion from the Blue Line Transfer 
Station C&D processing line. It was important to 
know the processing capabilities of the nearest 
C&D facility to help determine the potential 
diversion from the Ordinance. If the facility was 
capturing and processing most of the C&D occuring 
in the City, the Ordinance may not have been 
required. However, it was determined toward the 
end of the first extension that there was a need for 
the additional diversion from a C&D Ordinance. A 
draft ordinance began in late 2004 and will be 
submitted to City staff in 2005. 

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• The primary factors contributing to the need for 

additional time is the inherent timeline for 
municipalities to approve support for a new 
ordinance. A draft C&D ordinance is complete and 
will be submitted to City staff shortly. Time is 
needed for the City Council to consider the 
ordinance, so maximum allowable time extension is 
requested. The City's franchised hauler already has 
the facility with capacity to handle an increased 
volume of C&D material when the ordinance goes 
into effect.  

C&D Ordinance : 
• With a C&D processing line at the local transfer 

station already in place, there is an existing 
infrastructure for diverting C&D waste.  With a new 
C&D ordinance by the City, the program should be 
effective.   

 
• As new construction continues with the growth of 

the City’s Biotech industry, C&D material will 
continue to be a major part of the City’s waste 
stream.  A C&D ordinance should be an important 
component to reducing the land filling C&D 
material. 

 

Other reasons for second time extension: 
       The current 2000 base year, has high taxable sales 

compared to the following years.  Because of this, 
the City believes the current base year may not be 
representative.  The City's franchised hauler, South 
San Francisco Scavenger Company (SSFSCo) 
shows a significant increase in diversion through its 
facilities and programs following the 2000 base year 
and the disposal has decreased in 2003, yet the 
City’s diversion rate is still below 50 percent.  

Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
      If a new base year needs to be established, 

preparation of the documentation and review of the 
request by the CIWMB can take six to 12 months. 
Work began in January 2005 to research the 
possiblility of a new base year.  If needed, the 
request  for a new base year is expected to be 
submitted by July 1, 2005. 

 

Other programs: 
• Staff agrees that if the City no longer believes that 

their current base year adequately represents the 
waste generated in the City, then performing a new 
base-year study can be useful. The City’s 
adjustment factors have fallen dramatically since the 
year 2000.  As these factors become more stable in 
the future, a new base year would be helpful in 
accurately estimating future diversion rates.  

  
• In addition, the data collected in conducting a waste 

generation study will be invaluable in future 
planning for the City.   
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Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

6020-PI-ORD, C&D Ordinance 
The City will implement a C&D ordinance. 
Educational materials will be provided to contractors 
prior to and at the start of the C&D ordinance. 

Based on the Board's Profiles database, 
C&D waste represents over 10 % of the 
City's stream. Adopting a C&D 
ordinance would ensure diversion of 
C&D waste. 
The estimated percent diversion is low 
based on the total amount of material 
available. An effective program could 
result in much higher diversion. 

2 % 

3040-CM-FWC, Food Waste Composting. 

Food Waste Composting Pilot - Refine and expand 
existing pilot with select commercial customers. 

Based on the Board's Profiles database, 
food waste represents 14 % of the 
County's commercial waste stream. This 
is not an easy program to implement, 
which demonstrates the City's 
commitment to increasing diversion. 
The estimated percent diversion is very 
low based on the total amount of material 
available. The expanded program will 
still be reaching a limited number of their 
commercial customers. If this program 
continues to expand, the resulting 
diversion percent could be much higher. 

0.5 % 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 2.5 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 48.1 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50.6 % 

Support Programs 

5020-ED-OUT 
Provide outreach and educational materials to 
Contractors and City staff about the C&D Ordinance 
prior to and following implementation. Provide 
outreach and support for food composting pilot 
program participants. 

Education outreach is critical to the success of the City's 
programs. By educating businesses and the residential 
sector about the City's recycling programs, the City will 
ensure that one of the necessary steps has been taken to 
implement this program that is intended to maximize 
participation 

Evaluate the effectiveness of the old base year and 
determine if a new base year is needed. If needed, 
submit a request for a new base year. 

Staff agrees with the City's plan to evaluate how 
representative their existing base year is. The data collected 
in conducting a waste generation study would be invaluable 
in future planning for the City. 
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Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

6020-PI-ORD, C&D Ordinance 
The City will implement a C&D ordinance. 
Educational materials will be provided to contractors 
prior to and at the start of the C&D ordinance.   

Based on the Board’s Profiles database, 
C&D waste represents over 10 % of the 
City’s stream.  Adopting a C&D 
ordinance would ensure diversion of 
C&D waste. 
The estimated percent diversion is low 
based on the total amount of material 
available.  An effective program could 
result in much higher diversion. 

 2 % 

3040-CM-FWC, Food Waste Composting. 
 
Food Waste Composting Pilot - Refine and expand 
existing pilot with select commercial customers. 

Based on the Board’s Profiles database, 
food waste represents 14 % of the 
County’s commercial waste stream.  This 
is not an easy program to implement, 
which demonstrates the City’s 
commitment to increasing diversion. 
The estimated percent diversion is very 
low based on the total amount of material 
available.  The expanded program will 
still be reaching a limited number of their 
commercial customers.  If this program 
continues to expand, the resulting 
diversion percent could be much higher. 

 0.5 % 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 2.5 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 48.1 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50.6 % 

 
 
 
Support Programs  

5020-ED-OUT 
Provide outreach and educational materials to 
Contractors and City staff about the C&D Ordinance 
prior to and following implementation. Provide 
outreach and support for food composting pilot 
program participants. 
 

Education outreach is critical to the success of the City’s 
programs. By educating businesses and the residential 
sector about the City’s recycling programs, the City will 
ensure that one of the necessary steps has been taken to 
implement this program that is intended to maximize 
participation 

Evaluate the effectiveness of the old base year and 
determine if a new base year is needed. If needed, 
submit a request for a new base year. 

Staff agrees with the City’s plan to evaluate how 
representative their existing base year is.  The data collected 
in conducting a waste generation study would be invaluable 
in future planning for the City.  
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

is true and correct to the best of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

City of Westmorland 

County 

Imperial 

Authorized Si. • : re 

Illr -  - i  

Title 

Executive Public Works Director ii.,.........- 

T •• '411 1t Name of Person Signing 

Joel Hamby • 

Date 

4/18/05 

Phone 

(760) 344-3411 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Joel Hamby 1. 

Title 

Executive Public Works Director 

Phone 

(760)344-3411 

E-mail Address 

joelhamby@adelphia.net  

Fax 

(760)344-5307 

Mailing Address 

P.O. Box 699 

City 

Westmorland 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

92281 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

►/ Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _2005 

Is this a second request? ❑ No Yes Specific years requested. _2003-2004 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested	 %, for the years_  _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

A. The City of Westmorland needs time to implement some specific additional efforts to increase diversion 
including placing recycle containers at the Post Office and Westmorland Hardware, requiring diversion of green 
waste in a new hauler contract, initiating an additional trash containter fee for highly contaminated recycle 
containters, and to intensify the distribution of informational/educational flyers to residential customers. While 
a C&D ordinance was adopted and implemented by the City, there are some minor adjustments needed to 
increase the amount of diversion accomplished by the program which will be implemented soon. 

B. Selected programs did not achieve 50% diversion in part due to the rural nature of the community and its waste 
stream, and in part due to the need for more thourough education of the residents. 

C. One barrier, the rural makeup of the community and its waste stream, is likely insurmountable. However, 
increased and repetitive education of the residents through the distribution of flyers will likely improve the 
residential curbside recycling. Additionally, a penalty will be instituted curing 2005 for excessive contamination 
of recycling containers. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City needs the full year to be able to conduct an education/information campaign, institute the contamination 
penalty, and review/document the results of these efforts. A full year is also needed to verify whether the rural 
factor can be overcome. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

The City has provided curbside recycling to its residents and businesses for the past four years, adopted a 
procurement policy and C&D ordinance. The City utilizes recovered base material and rubberized asphalt in street 
work when possible. The City has encouraged the public school and Caltrans to recycle materials from their 
projects. Education and information efforts have been accomplished through the City's membership in the Imperial 
Valley Waste Management Task Force. 

4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 
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The City may not reach as high a diversion rate as with the present generation based study, due to the recycling 
done by Caltrans of material taken from a highway improvement project. It is quite likely that the City will not have 
that type of recycling occur again since Caltrans will not be repairing the highway within the City limits for 
some time in the future. 

quite 

The City will investigate updating their base year once all of the programs have been fully implemented. 
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Section 1116—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 1118-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 34% Non-residential % 66% 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

2000-RC-CRB EXP 

Residential Curbside 
Increase residential curbside recycling through reducing 
contamination and increasing articipation. 

City/JPA 12/05 3% 

3000-CM-RCG EXP 

Residential Curbside Green Waste 
Incorporate green waste diversion in new contract to 
increase green waste diversion. 

City/ 
Hauler 

12/05 10% 

2030-RC-OSP EXP 

Commercial On-Site Pickup 
Provide recycle container for businesses without 
service. 

Extend efforts to encourage other businesses in the city 
to properly size their recycle bins or make them aware of 
locking bins if contamination is an issue. 

Increase C&D recycling through improved ordinance 
implementation and monitoring. 

City/ 
Hauler 

12/05 18% 

2070-RC-SNL EXP 

Special Collection Seasonal 
Collect Christmas trees and mulch/divert City/Haule 

r 
12/05-1/06 1% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
32% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 18% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

5010-ED-PRN EXP Print 

Brochures, flyers, guides, news articles to be printed, published, 
and delivered to residents throughout the year. 

12/05 
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6010-PI-EIN NEW Economic Incentives 12/05 

Institute reduced rates for commercial recycling 

6020-PI-ORD EXP C& D Ordinance: CONTINUE TO MONITOR, MODIFY, AND 12/05 
ENFORCE 

Revise reporting forms to include weight receipts and delivery 
destination of recycled material 

6/05 

6030-PI-OTH NEW 12/05 
Economic Incentives 

Institute extra charge for contaminated recyle container 

1030-SR-PMT EXP 12/05 
Procurement 

Check on possiblity of joint purchase pool with State, determine 
cost differential for recycled content paper, include recyled 
products in budget where feasible. 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential Vo 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all (Jowl nerntation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Flown , 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

s 

of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

South San Francisco 

County • 

San Mateo 

Authorized Si Title 

City Projects Manager 

Type/Print Name of Person S gnIng 

Slim Seigi 

Date 

/(---4—<  '07,:_.- 
----- 

Phone 

(850) 245-0148 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Sasha Evans 
Paanc waste Consulting Group l' 

Title 

Project Manager 

Phone 

(916)387-9777 

E-mail Address 

sasha@pwcg.nct 

Fax 

(916)387-9802 

Mailing Mare= 

8801 Polcom Blvd Ste 105 

city 

Sacramento 

Slate 

CA 

ZIP Code 

95826 . 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

I Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _2005 

Is this a second request? ❑ No Yes Specific years requested. _2005 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

In 2003, South San Francisco's diversion rate was 48 percent. The City planned to meet the 50 percent diversion 
goal in December 2004, at the end of the first request for time extension. However, the City ran across two 
barriers that prevented meeting the goal. 

The City's first request for a time extension included the evaluation of potential diversion from a C&D Ordinance. 
The evaluation process was completed in September 2004 after consideration of the expanded diversion from 
the Blue Line Transfer Station C&D processing line. It was important to know the processing capabilities of the 
nearest C&D facility to help determine the potential diversion from the Ordinance. If the facility was capturing 
and processing most of the C&D occuring in the City, the Ordinance may not have been required. However, it 
was determined toward the end of the first extension that there was a need for the additional diversion from a 
C&D Ordinance. A draft ordinance began in late 2004 and will be submitted to City staff February 2005. The 
implementation of the C&D Ordinance is expected to increase SSF's diversion rate by 2 percentage points. 

The current base year, 2000, has high taxable sales. This is causing the following years with decreased taxable 
sales to have lower diversion rates. The City's franchised hauler, South San Francisco Scavenger Company 
(SSFSCo) shows a significant increase in diversion through its facilities and programs following the 2000 base 
year and the disposal has decreased in 2003, so we believe the current base year taxable sales may not be a 
representative year. The effect of the current base year compared to a new base year in 2004 with current 
taxable sales will be evaluated. If needed, a New Base Year Request will be submitted. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The primary factors contributing to the need for additional time is the inherent timeline for municipalities to approve 
support for a new ordinance and the time needed for the extensive surveying to determine if a new base year is 
needed. A draft C&D ordinance is complete and will be submitted to City staff shortly. Time is needed for the 
City Council to consider the ordinance, so maximum allowable time extension is requested. The City's 
franchised hauler already has the facility with capacity to handle an increased volume of C&D material when 
the ordinance goes into effect. 

If a new base year needs to be established, preparation of the documentation and review of the request by the 
CIWMB can take six to 12 months. Work began in January 2005 to research the possiblility of a new base year. 
If needed, the request for a new base year is expected to be submitted by July 1, 2005 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 
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The PARIS forms that are attached summarize the City's efforts to implement programs for the last five years. All of 
the substantive programs listed in the SRRE have been implemented. In addition to those efforts, the City has 
completed the following things since the last time extension to strengthen the programs identified in the SRRE. 

1. The City has expanded their curbside program service to an automated, dual stream system that provides 64-
gallon carts for residential customers (more than doubling the recycling capacity.) For both residential and 
commercial customers, the City has expanded plastics collection (numbers 1 through 7). 

2. The City has diverted 100 percent of their biosolids since 2002. 

3. The City provided single family residents with 96 gallon greenwaste carts in 2003. 

4. The new MRF is operating well and has received positive reviews from the community. It is a state-of-the-art 
facility that has the capacity to handle and process materials from the City and other communities in the area for 
the next 30 years. 

5. Public education and outreach is ongoing and is continually enhanced with the implementation and expansion of 
new programs. SSFSCo provides quarterly newletters and announcements with detailed information about 
upcoming recycling events and workshops. 

6. The City's franchised hauler began a food waste composting pilot study with select commercial customers in 
2004. 
4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

The City and SSFSCo have been diligent in their efforts to increase the diversion rate 
needed programs and improving upon those previously established. We will continue 
percent with the programs stated herein and with new opportunites for the future. 

through 
to strive 

implementing 
for the mandated 50 
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Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE.DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIII3-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 15 Non-residential % 85 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Ordinances New 

C&D Ordinance- Implement ordinance. Educational 
materials will be provided to contractors prior to and at 
the start of the C&D ordinance. 

Rates 12/05 2 

Food Waste Composting Expand 

Food Waste Composting Pilot- Refine and expand 
existing pilot from 1st  TE with select commercial 
customers. 

Rates 12/05 .5 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
2.5 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 48.1 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50.6 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

Generation Study New Evaluate the effectiveness of the old base year and determine if a 
new base year is needed. If needed, submit a request for a new 
base year. 

12/05 

Outreach Expanded Provide outreach and educational materials to Contractors and 
City staff about the C&D Ordinance prior to and following 
implementation. Provide outreach and support for food composting 
pilot program participants. 

Ongoing 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 

Board Meeting
June 14-15, 2005

Agenda Item 20
Attachment 4

Jthomas
Text Box



Board Meeting Agenda Item 20 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 5 

Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Westmorland April 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF SI SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1974 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y NA NI 5 NI 5 NI 5 NI 5 NI 5 NI 5 SI SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH N N 1997 NA NA Al AO AO AO AO AO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE N Y 1997 NI 5 NI 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB N Y 2000 PF PF PF PF PF SI SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 20 
June 14-15, 2005       Attachment 5 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Westmorland April 27,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF SI SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1974 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y NA NI 5 NI 5 NI 5 NI 5 NI 5 NI 5 SI SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH N N 1997 NA NA AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE N Y 1997 NI 5 NI 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB N Y 2000 PF PF PF PF PF SI SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 20 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 5 

Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Westmorland April 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2030-RC-OSP N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF SI SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2050-RC-SCH N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF SI SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N N 1997 NA NA Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF SI SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3050-CM-SCH N N 1997 NA NA Al AO AO AO AO AO 
School Composting Programs 

4020-SP-TRS N Y 1991 D 3 DE 3 DE 3 DE 3 Al AO AO AO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 20 
June 14-15, 2005       Attachment 5 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Westmorland April 27,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF SI SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2050-RC-SCH N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF SI SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N N 1997 NA NA AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF SI SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3050-CM-SCH N N 1997 NA NA AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 School Composting Programs 

 4020-SP-TRS N Y 1991 D 3 DE 3 DE 3 DE 3 AI AO AO AO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 20 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 5 

Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Westmorland April 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4050-SP-WDW N N 1995 PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1984 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1999 PF PF PF PF SI SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN N Y 1999 PF PF PF PF SI SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB N Y NA NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1993 DE 4,6 DE 4, 6 DE 4, 6 DE 4, 6 DE 4, 6 Al AO AO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1992 DE 4,6 DE 4, 6 DE 4, 6 DE 4, 6 DE 4, 6 DE 4, 6 DE DE 
Ordinances 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 20 
June 14-15, 2005       Attachment 5 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Westmorland April 27,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4050-SP-WDW N N 1995 PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1984 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1999 PF PF PF PF SI SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN N Y 1999 PF PF PF PF SI SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6000-PI-PLB N Y NA NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1993 DE 4, 6 DE 4, 6 DE 4, 6 DE 4, 6 DE 4, 6 AI AO AO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1992 DE 4, 6 DE 4, 6 DE 4, 6 DE 4, 6 DE 4, 6 DE 4, 6 DE DE 
 Ordinances 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 
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callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut



Board Meeting Agenda Item 20 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Westmorland April 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

7000-FR-MRF N N 2000 PF PF PF PF PF SI SO SO 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Landfill 

7040-FR-ADC N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA PF PF SI 
Alternative Daily Cover 

9000-HH-PMF N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF SI 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC N Y 1997 PF PF SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9020-HH-CSC N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
Curbside Collection 

9040-HH-EDP N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF SI SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 20 
June 14-15, 2005       Attachment 5 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Westmorland April 27,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 7000-FR-MRF N N 2000 PF PF PF PF PF SI SO SO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Landfill 

 7040-FR-ADC N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA PF PF SI 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 9000-HH-PMF N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF SI 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC N Y 1997 PF PF SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9020-HH-CSC N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 Curbside Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF SI SO SO 
 Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 20 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 6 

Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

South San Francisco April 25,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N N 1989 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP N Y 1996 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting        Agenda Item 20 
June 14-15, 2005       Attachment 6 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 South San Francisco April 25,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N N 1989 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP N Y 1996 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 20 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 6 

Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

South San Francisco April 25,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2040-RC-SFH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3020-CM-COG N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3040-CM-FWC N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
Food Waste Composting 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting        Agenda Item 20 
June 14-15, 2005       Attachment 6 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 South San Francisco April 25,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2040-RC-SFH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3040-CM-FWC N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
 Food Waste Composting 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 6 

Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

South San Francisco April 25,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO D SI 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW N Y 1997 NI 5 NI 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N Y 1997 NI 5 NI 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4080-SP-SGL N Y 1990 NI 5 NI 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Shingles 

4090-SP-RND N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting        Agenda Item 20 
June 14-15, 2005       Attachment 6 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 South San Francisco April 25,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO D SI 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW N Y 1997 NI 5 NI 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N Y 1997 NI 5 NI 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4080-SP-SGL N Y 1990 NI 5 NI 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Shingles 

 4090-SP-RND N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

South San Francisco April 25,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF Y Y 1987 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7020-FR-TST Y Y 1972 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Transfer Station 

7040-FR-ADC N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

8010-TR-BIO N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Biomass 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF Y Y 1987 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7020-FR-TST Y Y 1972 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Transfer Station 

 7040-FR-ADC N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 8010-TR-BIO N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Biomass 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 5 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

South San Francisco April 25,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9020-H H-CSC Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Curbside Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

9050-HH-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9020-HH-CSC Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Curbside Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 9050-HH-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-139 

Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The Following 
Jurisdictions: The City Of Westmorland, Imperial County And The City Of South San Francisco, 
San Mateo County 

WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative Diversion 
Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has previously approved each of the above-listed jurisdictions'first SB1066 Time 
Extension Application; and 

WHEREAS, the jurisdictions have subsequently found that they need additional time to either 
implement, fully implement, or expand those programs described in their respective second SB1066 Time 
Extension requests; and 

WHEREAS, based on staff's review of the jurisdictions' progress to-date in implementing the programs 
described in their respective first Plan of Correction, Board staff believes that each jurisdiction has made 
a good faith effort to implement those programs, but needs additional time to either implement, fully 
implement, or expand the programs described in its second Plan of Correction; and 

WHEREAS, the jurisdictions have submitted the necessary information and documentation required in a 
completed SB1066 Time Extension application; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts these jurisdictions' second 
SB 1066 Time Extension applications for a second extension through December 31, 2005, to implement 
their respective SRREs and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs these jurisdictions to report on their 
progress in implementing their Plan of Correction by submitting a status report, and a final report at the 
end of the extension in conjunction with the annual report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly 
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-139 

Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The Following 
Jurisdictions: The City Of Westmorland, Imperial County And The City Of South San Francisco, 
San Mateo County 
 
WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative Diversion 
Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board has previously approved each of the above-listed jurisdictions’first SB1066 Time 
Extension Application; and 
 
WHEREAS, the jurisdictions have subsequently found that they need additional time to either 
implement, fully implement, or expand those programs described in their respective second SB1066 Time 
Extension requests; and 
 
WHEREAS, based on staff’s review of the jurisdictions’ progress to-date in implementing the programs 
described in their respective first Plan of Correction, Board staff believes that each jurisdiction has made 
a good faith effort to implement those programs, but needs additional time to either implement, fully 
implement, or expand the programs described in its second Plan of Correction; and 
 
WHEREAS, the jurisdictions have submitted the necessary information and documentation required in a 
completed SB1066 Time Extension application;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts these jurisdictions’ second 
SB 1066 Time Extension applications for a second extension through December 31, 2005, to implement 
their respective SRREs and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs these jurisdictions to report on their 
progress in implementing their Plan of Correction by submitting a status report, and a final report at the 
end of the extension in conjunction with the annual report. 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly 
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 21 
ITEM 
Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The Following 
Jurisdictions: City Of Eureka: Humboldt County; City Of Mammoth Lakes: Mono County; 
Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority: Yuba And Sutter Counties 

I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The jurisdictions listed in this item have submitted a second Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time 
Extension application to the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board). 
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 
extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; 
no extensions may be effective beyond January 1, 2006. 

These jurisdictions' first SB1066 Time Extensions have ended, and despite their efforts 
to meet the timelines in their respective first Plan of Correction, they will need additional 
time to implement programs proposed in their first SB1066 Time Extension request, 
and/or additional programs. Staff's analysis of these second SB1066 Time Extension 
requests is that they are reasonable given the barriers the jurisdictions have faced, as 
explained in Attachments 1 through 3 of this item. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved these jurisdictions' first SB1066 Time Extension requests at various 
Board meetings. 

III.  OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the jurisdictions' applications as submitted for a second 

extension to the 50 percent diversion requirement on the basis of their good faith efforts 
to-date to implement their first Plan of Correction and plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the jurisdictions' applications as may be modified by the 
jurisdictions at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the jurisdictions' applications as submitted but also make 
recommendations for one or more jurisdictions to implement alternative programs 
that it believes should be added to the new Plan of Correction for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes one or more jurisdictions should add for their new Plan of 
Correction to be successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow 
the jurisdiction(s) time to revise its/their application. 

5. The Board may disapprove one or more jurisdiction's application and allow the 
jurisdiction(s) to revise and resubmit the application based on the Board's specified 
reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove one or more jurisdiction's application and direct staff to 
commence the process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified 
reasons for disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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AGENDA ITEM 21 

ITEM 
Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The Following 
Jurisdictions:  City Of Eureka: Humboldt County; City Of Mammoth Lakes: Mono County; 
Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority: Yuba And Sutter Counties 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The jurisdictions listed in this item have submitted a second Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time 
Extension application to the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board).  
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 
extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; 
no extensions may be effective beyond January 1, 2006.  
 
These jurisdictions’ first SB1066 Time Extensions have ended, and despite their efforts 
to meet the timelines in their respective first Plan of Correction, they will need additional 
time to implement programs proposed in their first SB1066 Time Extension request, 
and/or additional programs.  Staff’s analysis of these second SB1066 Time Extension 
requests is that they are reasonable given the barriers the jurisdictions have faced, as 
explained in Attachments 1 through 3 of this item. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved these jurisdictions’ first SB1066 Time Extension requests at various 
Board meetings.  
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the jurisdictions’ applications as submitted for a second 

extension to the 50 percent diversion requirement on the basis of their good faith efforts 
to-date to implement their first Plan of Correction and plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the jurisdictions’ applications as may be modified by the 
jurisdictions at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the jurisdictions’ applications as submitted but also make 
recommendations for one or more jurisdictions to implement alternative programs 
that it believes should be added to the new Plan of Correction for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes one or more jurisdictions should add for their new Plan of 
Correction to be successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow 
the jurisdiction(s) time to revise its/their application.   

5. The Board may disapprove one or more jurisdiction’s application and allow the 
jurisdiction(s) to revise and resubmit the application based on the Board’s specified 
reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove one or more jurisdiction’s application and direct staff to 
commence the process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified 
reasons for disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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V. ANALYSIS 
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a request 

programs 

includes 

No. 1: approve each jurisdiction's second SB1066 
on the basis of their good faith efforts to-date to 

and their plans for future program implementation. 

41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 

diversion requirement for a maximum of five 
beyond January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820). 

that: 
for an extension, the board may make specific 

of alternative programs. 
the board from disapproving any request for 

for an extension, the board shall specify its 

have submitted a second SB1066 Time Extension 
to either: 

during the first TE that kept them from 
or 

in their first Plan of Correction. 

applications address all of the requirements of a 
a discussion as to why the jurisdiction needs 

diversion programs listed in their second Plan of 

information below. 

time extension 

1. Background 

their 

Issues 

Public Resources Code 
the diversion requirement 
extensions to meeting 
years; no extensions 

PRC Section 41820(b) 
"(1) When considering 
recommendations 
(2) Nothing in this 
an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves 
reasons for the disapproval." 

The jurisdictions listed 
application requesting 
• implement additional 
• overcome the 

implementing 
• expand or fully 

The second SB1066 
SB 1066 application 
additional time to implement 
Correction. 

2. Basis for staff's analysis 
Staffs analysis is based 
Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Preliminary Diversion Rates (Percent) Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Report Year Waste Stream Data 

Jurisdiction Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 
(ppd) 

Population 
(2002) 

Non- 
Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

City of Eureka 1990 20 32 36 36 38 11.59 26,200 67 33 
Yuba/Sutter 

Regional Waste 
Management 

Authority 

1990 29 34 27 34 36 7.26 147,605 57 43 

City of 
Mammoth 

Lakes 
1991 35 35 21 34 28 *23.20 7,500 76 24 

*The pounds of waste generated by per person per day are higher than the statewide average, and this may be 
attributable to the following factors: 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve each jurisdiction’s second SB1066 
time extension request as submitted on the basis of their good faith efforts to-date to 
implement their first Plan of Correction and their plans for future program implementation. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 
extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five 
years; no extensions may be effective beyond January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 
“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request for 
an extension. 
(3)  If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify its 
reasons for the disapproval.” 
 
The jurisdictions listed in this item have submitted a second SB1066 Time Extension 
application requesting more time to either: 
• implement additional programs, 
• overcome the barriers encountered during the first TE that kept them from 

implementing certain programs, or 
• expand or fully implement programs in their first Plan of Correction.   

 
The second SB1066 Time Extension applications address all of the requirements of a 
SB 1066 application and each includes a discussion as to why the jurisdiction needs 
additional time to implement the diversion programs listed in their second Plan of 
Correction. 

 
2. Basis for staff’s analysis   
 Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 

Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 
 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions  Preliminary Diversion Rates (Percent) 
Report Year Waste Stream Data 

Jurisdiction Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day  
(ppd) 

Population 
(2002) 

Non-
Residential 
Waste  Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

City of Eureka 1990 20 32 36 36 38 11.59 26,200 67 33 
Yuba/Sutter 

Regional Waste 
Management 

Authority 

1990 29 34 27 34 36 7.26 147,605 57 43 

City of 
Mammoth 

Lakes 
1991 35 35 21 34 28 *23.20 7,500 76 24 

*The pounds of waste generated by per person per day are higher than the statewide average, and this may be 
attributable to the following factors:  
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• The non-residential percentage is significantly higher than the residential percentage. 
This is due in part to the adjustment factors that effect non-residential generation, such as 
taxable sales. 

• The City's taxable sales have more than doubled since 1991. This appears to be 
attributable to seasonal population fluctuations, (i.e., tourists) which are not reflected in 
the Department of Finance population figures. 

• In general, historic analysis indicates very small jurisdictions suffer more from the 
vagaries of small and potentially inaccurate calculations. 

Jurisdiction Program Review 
Site Visit by Board 

Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed % 
Diversion 
Increase 

Extension 
End Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? 

(yes/no) 

City of Eureka 2005 
6 Months Status Report, 

Final Report with 
Annual Report 

21% 12/31/05 Yes 

Yuba/Sutter Regional 
Agency 

2005 
6 Months Status Report, 

Final Report with 
Annual Report 

14% 12/31/05 Yes 

City of Mammoth 
Lakes 

2005 
6 Months Status Report, 

Final Report with 
Annual Report 

22% 12/31/05 Yes 

Staff Analysis of Second SB 1066 Applications: 
following: 

meeting the 50% diversion requirement 
explanation as to why 

diversion requirement; 
request; 

to expand or newly implement 
W-A of the SB1066 Time Extension 

proposed for the first extension; 
be expanded or newly proposed are 

in the first Time Extension period, and 

include a Plan of Correction that: 
time extension expires; 

programs a jurisdiction will 

expanded programs. 

the above requirements. Board staff 
current program implementation, 

staff's understanding of the 
to their need for a second 
new Plans of Correction to be 

analyses are explained in the 
jurisdiction. 

Attachments 1 through 3 provide 
• The barriers faced by 

within the first time extension, 
additional time is necessary 

• Staffs analysis of the 
• Diversion programs the 

in the second Plan of 
application), and their 

• Staffs analysis of whether 
appropriate, given the 
the jurisdiction's waste 

Plan of Correction: 

an overview of the 
each jurisdiction to 

and the jurisdiction's 
for meeting the 

reasonableness of the 
jurisdictions are proposing 

Correction (Section 
relationship to programs 

the programs to 
barriers confronted 

stream. 

extension request must 
percent before the 

recycling, and composting 
it will implement; 

50 percent will be achieved; 
for new and/or 

of Correction meets 
of each jurisdiction's 

site visit. Based on Board 
jurisdictions that contributed 

the jurisdictions' proposed 
requests and staff's 

1 through 3) for each 

A jurisdiction's SB1066 time 
a. demonstrates meeting 50 
b. includes source reduction, 

implement and/or new programs 
c. identifies the date when 
d. identifies funding necessary 

Each jurisdiction's second Plan 
has also conducted an assessment 
including a program review 
relevant circumstances in the 
extension, Board staff believes 
reasonable. The jurisdictions' 
attachment matrix (Attachments 
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• The non-residential percentage is significantly higher than the residential percentage.  

This is due in part to the adjustment factors that effect non-residential generation, such as 
taxable sales.     

• The City’s taxable sales have more than doubled since 1991.  This appears to be 
attributable to seasonal population fluctuations, (i.e., tourists) which are not reflected in 
the Department of Finance population figures.   

• In general, historic analysis indicates very small jurisdictions suffer more from the 
vagaries of small and potentially inaccurate calculations.  

 
Jurisdiction Program Review 

Site Visit by Board 
Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed % 
Diversion 
Increase 

Extension 
End Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? 

(yes/no) 

City of Eureka 2005 
6 Months Status Report, 

Final Report with 
Annual Report 

21% 12/31/05 Yes 

Yuba/Sutter Regional 
Agency 2005 

6 Months Status Report, 
Final Report with 

Annual Report 
14% 12/31/05 Yes 

City of Mammoth 
Lakes 2005 

6 Months Status Report, 
Final Report with 

Annual Report 
22% 12/31/05 Yes 

 
Staff Analysis of Second SB 1066 Applications:  
Attachments 1 through 3 provide an overview of the following: 

• The barriers faced by each jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement 
within the first time extension, and the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why 
additional time is necessary for meeting the diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdictions are proposing to expand or newly implement 

in the second Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension 
application), and their relationship to programs proposed for the first extension; 

• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 
appropriate, given the barriers confronted in the first Time Extension period, and 
the jurisdiction’s waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
     a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           b.  includes source reduction, recycling, and composting programs a jurisdiction will 
implement and/or new programs it will implement;  
     c.  identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     d.  identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
Each jurisdiction’s second Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff 
has also conducted an assessment of each jurisdiction’s current program implementation, 
including a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the 
relevant circumstances in the jurisdictions that contributed to their need for a second 
extension, Board staff believes the jurisdictions’ proposed new Plans of Correction to be 
reasonable.  The jurisdictions’ requests and staff’s analyses are explained in the 
attachment matrix (Attachments 1 through 3) for each jurisdiction. 
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In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. In addition to reporting their progress in their Annual 
Reports, staff recommends that these jurisdictions also be required to submit six month 
progress reports as well as a final report at the end of their extensions. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested second Time Extensions 
because they meet the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 

• Each jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• Each jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• Each jurisdiction has submitted a second Plan of Correction demonstrating that it 

will meet the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: 
the programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of 
implementation, and the means of funding. 

A comprehensive list of each jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachments 7 through 9. Because of the jurisdictions' efforts 
to-date and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 
requirement as outlined in their respective second Plan of Correction, staff is 
recommending approval of their second SB1066 time extension applications. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing these jurisdictions more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing these jurisdictions more time to implement new and expand existing 
diversion programs and to measure the impact these newly implemented and 
expanded programs have had on diversion will assist the jurisdictions to achieve the 
diversion requirements of PRC Section 41780. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
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In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)].    In addition to reporting their progress in their Annual 
Reports, staff recommends that these jurisdictions also be required to submit six month 
progress reports as well as a final report at the end of their extensions. 
 
3.  Findings

Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested second Time Extensions 
because they meet the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
 
• Each jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• Each jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• Each jurisdiction has submitted a second Plan of Correction demonstrating that it 

will meet the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: 
the programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of 
implementation, and the means of funding. 

 
A comprehensive list of each jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachments 7 through 9.  Because of the jurisdictions’ efforts 
to-date and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 
requirement as outlined in their respective second Plan of Correction, staff is 
recommending approval of their second SB1066 time extension applications.   

 
B. Environmental Issues 

Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing these jurisdictions more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide.   
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing these jurisdictions more time to implement new and expand existing 
diversion programs and to measure the impact these newly implemented and 
expanded programs have had on diversion will assist the jurisdictions to achieve the 
diversion requirements of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 



Board Meeting Agenda Item-21 
June 14-15, 2005 

VI. 

diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, and 
allows the Board the discretion to grant these time extensions. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

2000 Census Data - Demographics 
Jurisdiction % 

White 
% 
Hispanic 

% 
Black 

%Native 
American 

% Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

Eureka 78.6 7.8 1.5 3.9 3.4 0.3 0.2 
Yuba 65.3 17.3 3.0 2.2 7.4 0.2 0.2 
Sutter 60.2 22.2 1.8 1.2 11.1 0.2 0.2 
Mammoth 73.5 22.2 0.3 0.3 1.3 0.1 0.9 

2000 Census Data - Economic Data 
Jurisdiction Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals 

below poverty level 
Eureka 25,849 37,338 23.7 
Yuba 30,460 40,459 20.8 
Sutter 38,375 50,131 15.5 
Mammoth 44,570 60,592 14.4 

* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional representatives, 
are no environmental justice issues related to this item in these communities. 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. To increase participation 
and expanding programs, the jurisdictions will promote programs 
businesses on the availability of these new diversion programs. 

• Project Benefits. The expansion of the existing, and implementation 
additional programs and facilities listed in this item will help to increase 
jurisdictions' diversion rates. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement programs 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the jurisdictions' 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

there 

in the new 
to residents and 

of the 
the 

jurisdictions' 
strategy (D) 
and reduce 

efforts to 

source reduction 
to work with 

mandates) by 
to ensure they meet 
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diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, and 
allows the Board the discretion to grant these time extensions. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   

 
2000 Census Data – Demographics 

Jurisdiction  % 
White 

% 
Hispanic 

% 
Black 

%Native 
American 

% Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

Eureka 78.6 7.8 1.5 3.9 3.4 0.3 0.2 
Yuba 65.3 17.3 3.0 2.2 7.4 0.2 0.2 
Sutter 60.2 22.2 1.8 1.2 11.1 0.2 0.2 
Mammoth 73.5 22.2 0.3 0.3 1.3 0.1 0.9 

 
2000 Census Data – Economic Data  

Jurisdiction Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals 
below poverty level 

Eureka 25,849 37,338 23.7 
Yuba 30,460 40,459 20.8 
Sutter 38,375 50,131 15.5 
Mammoth 44,570 60,592 14.4 

* Per household 
 

• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representatives, there 
are no environmental justice issues related to this item in these communities.   

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  To increase participation in the new 
and expanding programs, the jurisdictions will promote programs to residents and 
businesses on the availability of these new diversion programs. 

• Project Benefits.  The expansion of the existing, and implementation of the 
additional programs and facilities listed in this item will help to increase the 
jurisdictions’ diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the jurisdictions’ efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  
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VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for Eureka 
2. Time Extension Matrix for Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority 
3. Time Extension Matrix for Mammoth Lakes 
4. City of Eureka's Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
5. Yuba/Sutter's Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
6. City of Mammoth Lakes' Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
7. Program Listing for Eureka 
8. Program Listing for Yuba/Sutter 
9. Program Listing for Mammoth Lakes 
10. Resolution Number 2005-140 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Steve SoRelle Phone: (916) 341-6254 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

City of Eureka, Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority, and City of 
Mammoth Lakes 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for Eureka 
2. Time Extension Matrix for Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority 
3. Time Extension Matrix for Mammoth Lakes 
4. City of Eureka’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application  
5. Yuba/Sutter’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
6. City of Mammoth Lakes’ Second 1066 Time Extension Application  
7. Program Listing for Eureka 
8. Program Listing for Yuba/Sutter 
9. Program Listing for Mammoth Lakes 
10. Resolution Number 2005-140 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff:  Steve SoRelle                            Phone:  (916) 341-6254 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  N/A                 Phone:  N/A 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

City of Eureka, Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority, and City of 
Mammoth Lakes

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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City of Eureka Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staffs Analysis 

Barriers in Commercial Programs: 

The City has concluded that the primary barriers to achieving 
the 50 percent diversion goal are the lack of a regional compost 
facility, lack of a mandatory universal collection system, and 
lack of the associated processing facility needed to effectively 
accommodate larger tonnage of recycled materials from the 
commercial sector. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 

Since the original Time Extension was submitted in 2002, the 
City has worked closely with private entrepreneurs, haulers, 
local governments and other interests to coordinate 
development of a regional composting facility. Moreover, not 
listed in the original Time Extension, the City has begun 
working towards a mandatory collection system in Eureka, 
which will also require development of an expanded processing 
facility. The City has worked diligently toward implementing 
these programs, but the lengthy, complex processes have 
delayed the original Time Extension schedule. 

Commercial Recycling: 

Since these programs will target material types that make 
up a large portion of the waste stream, this could 
significantly impact the City's diversion rate. 
The City realized that in order to reach the diversion goal, 
they needed to expand upon what was originally proposed 
in their first Time Extension. They have developed a 
comprehensive plan to target and sustain diversion efforts. 
Since the permitting process can be lengthy and laborious, 
it was difficult to predict in the original Time Extension 
how long the City would actually need in implementing a 
composting facility. The City will need additional time in 
order for this program to come to full fruition. 

Barriers in Residential Programs: 

Even though the City's diversion rate has increased six 
percentage points since submitting their first Time Extension, 
the City's diversion rate is a disappointment considering the 
dedication of their recycling staff and the number of diversion 
programs they are now administering. The City is hopeful that 
the solution lies in developing a mandatory collection and 
associated expanded two stream processing system. 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: 

To help overcome these barriers, the City participates with a 
regional Waste Management Authority. This collaboration 
works towards increasing diversion rates through more 
efficient, innovative and cost effective methods. To date, these 
efforts have resulted in the upgrading of the City's Transfer 
Station to include an expanded Recycling Buy-Back facility 
and distribution center, and an improved collection and 
marketing program. 
More time is needed because the City is continuing to move 
forward with more complex, expensive programs than what 
was originally proposed in their first Time Extension intended 
to meet AB 939 requirements, e.g., universal collection with a 
two-stream automated collection system, including a 
greenwaste pick-up component, integrated with the new 
expanded dual stream processing facility. 
In addition, the implementation of a regional composting 
facility is being coordinated by the Waste Management 
Authority. The regional facility will be capable of accepting all 
greenwaste and food waste in Eureka. The permitting process 
to implement a regional composting facility is a lengthy one, 
which will require additional time. 

Residential Recycling: 

Staff agrees that revamping their current residential 
curbside program would be an effective use of time and 
resources. In the original Time Extension, the City had 
committed to expanding their residential curbside program 
by adding items such as greenwaste and cardboard. Since 
the City now has plans for a vastly expanded program, 
with a universal collection component, they will need 
additional time. 
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City of Eureka Second Time Extension Application Matrix 
 
Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Commercial Programs: 
 
The City has concluded that the primary barriers to achieving 
the 50 percent diversion goal are the lack of a regional compost 
facility, lack of a mandatory universal collection system, and 
lack of the associated processing facility needed to effectively 
accommodate larger tonnage of recycled materials from the 
commercial sector.   
 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
 
Since the original Time Extension was submitted in 2002, the 
City has worked closely with private entrepreneurs, haulers, 
local governments and other interests to coordinate 
development of a regional composting facility.  Moreover, not 
listed in the original Time Extension, the City has begun 
working towards a mandatory collection system in Eureka, 
which will also require development of an expanded processing 
facility.  The City has worked diligently toward implementing 
these programs, but the lengthy, complex processes have 
delayed the original Time Extension schedule. 

Commercial Recycling: 
 
Since these programs will target material types that make 
up a large portion of the waste stream, this could 
significantly impact the City’s diversion rate.   
The City realized that in order to reach the diversion goal, 
they needed to expand upon what was originally proposed 
in their first Time Extension.  They have developed a 
comprehensive plan to target and sustain diversion efforts.   
Since the permitting process can be lengthy and laborious, 
it was difficult to predict in the original Time Extension 
how long the City would actually need in implementing a 
composting facility.  The City will need additional time in 
order for this program to come to full fruition.  
 

Barriers in Residential Programs: 
 
Even though the City’s diversion rate has increased six 
percentage points since submitting their first Time Extension, 
the City’s diversion rate is a disappointment considering the 
dedication of their recycling staff and the number of diversion 
programs they are now administering.  The City is hopeful that 
the solution lies in developing a mandatory collection and 
associated expanded two stream processing system.   
Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
 
To help overcome these barriers, the City participates with a 
regional Waste Management Authority.  This collaboration 
works towards increasing diversion rates through more 
efficient, innovative and cost effective methods.  To date, these 
efforts have resulted in the upgrading of the City’s Transfer 
Station to include an expanded Recycling Buy-Back facility 
and distribution center, and an improved collection and 
marketing program. 
More time is needed because the City is continuing to move 
forward with more complex, expensive programs than what 
was originally proposed in their first Time Extension intended 
to meet AB 939 requirements, e.g., universal collection with a 
two-stream automated collection system, including a 
greenwaste pick-up component,  integrated with the new 
expanded dual stream processing facility.   
In addition, the implementation of a regional composting 
facility is being coordinated by the Waste Management 
Authority.  The regional facility will be capable of accepting all 
greenwaste and food waste in Eureka.  The permitting process 
to implement a regional composting facility is a lengthy one, 
which will require additional time.  

Residential Recycling: 
 
Staff agrees that revamping their current residential 
curbside program would be an effective use of time and 
resources.  In the original Time Extension, the City had 
committed to expanding their residential curbside program 
by adding items such as greenwaste and cardboard.  Since 
the City now has plans for a vastly expanded program, 
with a universal collection component, they will need 
additional time.   
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Plan Of Correction Staff Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2020-RC-BYB, Residential Buy Back, 2010-RC- Completed in the first time extension was the 
implementation of the residential buy back at the transfer 
station which included a drop-off option. The expansion 
efforts focused on vastly increasing the types of 
recyclables that could be processed and marketed, 
including beverage containers, paper, cardboard, plastics, 
appliances, scrap metal, oil and electronic and computer 
equipment. The second Time Extension focuses on the 
building of a new processing facility, which is currently 
under construction, needed to sort the increased amount 
of materials from the proposed universal expansion 
programs. Staff agrees that the sorting component is an 
integral part of their plan in being able to divert 
additional material types in order to reach the 50 percent 
diversion goal. 

5% 
DRP Residential Drop-off, 7020-FR-TST, Transfer 
Station. A new expanded dual-stream recycling 
processing facility is currently under construction at 
a location near our existing facility. The new 
facility will enable the City to significantly improve 
its capacity to process increased tonnage of recycled 
material. All City tonnage will be processed at the 
new facility. The new facility plays an integral role 
in the City's ability to process significant increased 
tonnage proposed from universal expansion 
programs. The existing Buy-Back and Drop-off 
Center will remain (and expand) at its current 
Transfer Station location in Eureka. 

7030-FR-CMF, Regional Compost and Food Waste Based on the Board's Profiles database, food waste 
represents 19% of the City's commercial waste stream 
and 20% of the City's residential waste stream. There are 
currently not any large scale programs addressing this 
component of the waste stream, so this is an area of great 
potential. This is not an easy program to implement, 
which demonstrates the City's commitment to increasing 
diversion. With respect to greenwaste, this material type 
is accepted at the transfer station at a reduced fee, but 
there is still room for further expansion regarding 
collection efforts. 

9% 
Facilities. Two separate composting facilities are 
steering towards construction in the Eureka area. 
The first is a regional composting facility being 
coordinated by the Waste Management Authority. 
The regional facility is capable of accepting all 
green waste and food waste in Eureka. The second 
facility is a private organic fertilizer venture (Soil 
Start, Inc.) which will compost significant tonnage 
of fish waste, wastewater bio sludge, food waste and 
other organic materials. 
2000-RC-CRB, Residential Curbside Staff agrees that by expanding their existing residential 

curbside program even further than what was originally 
proposed to include a two stream automated collection 
system, could provide significant contributions toward 
meeting their diversion goals. The City has established a 
well thought out plan accounting for convenience, 
participation and processing to ensure the success of this 
program. 

5% 
Expand existing program through a proposed 
mandatory/universal collection ordinance. The 
expanded program will introduce a two stream 
automated collection system, integrated with the 
new expanded dual stream processing facility 
(currently under construction). 

1020-SR-BWR, Business Waste Reduction. 
Program waste audits to be conducted for small 
businesses, hospitals and apartment complexes. 
Data will support recommendations regarding 
potential recycling efforts. Bins and other capital 
costs to be provided within funding limitations. 

The City lost its Americorp funding which was originally 
going to be used to conduct the business waste audits. 
The City continues to work with other Humboldt 
jurisdictions to develop an improved outreach program. 
This program is important because it establishes a rapport 
with local businesses, as well as increasing diversion. 

1% 

1010-SR-BCM, Backyard and On-Site The City has distributed composting bins to local 
residents for a subsidized cost, as well as participating in 
the Environmental Ambassador Pilot Program to promote 
and initiate sustainable composting and vermiculture 
programs on school campuses. The zoo is in the process 
of expanding their compost operation by going from two 
large bins to a large concrete slab. The City met their 
original obligation proposed in their first Time Extension, 
but they would like to do more in regards to expanding 
the zoo's composting capabilities. 

1% 
Composting/Mulching 3050-CM-SCH School 
Composting Programs. 
City constructing bins for composting city zoo 
waste and city parks green waste. City purchased 
new backyard composting for subsidized cost and 
distribution to city residents. 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and /or Expanded Programs 21% 
Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 38% 
Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 59% 
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Plan Of Correction Staff Analysis Estimated  

Percent  
Diversion 

2020-RC-BYB, Residential Buy Back, 2010-RC-
DRP Residential Drop-off, 7020-FR-TST, Transfer 
Station.   A new expanded dual-stream recycling 
processing facility is currently under construction at 
a location near our existing facility.  The new 
facility will enable the City to significantly improve 
its capacity to process increased tonnage of recycled 
material.  All City tonnage will be processed at the 
new facility.  The new facility plays an integral role 
in the City’s ability to process significant increased 
tonnage proposed from universal expansion 
programs.  The existing Buy-Back and Drop-off 
Center will remain (and expand) at its current 
Transfer Station location in Eureka. 

Completed in the first time extension was the 
implementation of the residential buy back at the transfer 
station which included a drop-off option.  The expansion 
efforts focused on vastly increasing the types of 
recyclables that could be processed and marketed, 
including beverage containers, paper, cardboard, plastics, 
appliances, scrap metal, oil and electronic and computer 
equipment.  The second Time Extension focuses on the 
building of a new processing facility, which is currently 
under construction, needed to sort the increased amount 
of materials from the proposed universal expansion 
programs.  Staff agrees that the sorting component is an 
integral part of their plan in being able to divert 
additional material types in order to reach the 50 percent 
diversion goal.     

5% 

7030-FR-CMF, Regional Compost and Food Waste 
Facilities.  Two separate composting facilities are 
steering towards construction in the Eureka area.  
The first is a regional composting facility being 
coordinated by the Waste Management Authority.  
The regional facility is capable of accepting all 
green waste and food waste in Eureka.  The second 
facility is a private organic fertilizer venture (Soil 
Start, Inc.) which will compost significant tonnage 
of fish waste, wastewater bio sludge, food waste and 
other organic materials. 

Based on the Board’s Profiles database, food waste 
represents 19% of the City’s commercial waste stream 
and 20% of the City’s residential waste stream.  There are 
currently not any large scale programs addressing this 
component of the waste stream, so this is an area of great 
potential.  This is not an easy program to implement, 
which demonstrates the City’s commitment to increasing 
diversion.  With respect to greenwaste, this material type 
is accepted at the transfer station at a reduced fee, but 
there is still room for further expansion regarding 
collection efforts. 

9% 

2000-RC-CRB, Residential Curbside  
Expand existing program through a proposed 
mandatory/universal collection ordinance.  The 
expanded program will introduce a two stream 
automated collection system, integrated with the 
new expanded dual stream processing facility 
(currently under construction).   

Staff agrees that by expanding their existing residential 
curbside program even further than what was originally 
proposed to include a two stream automated collection 
system, could provide significant contributions toward 
meeting their diversion goals.  The City has established a 
well thought out plan accounting for convenience, 
participation and processing to ensure the success of this 
program.     

5% 

1020-SR-BWR, Business Waste Reduction. 
Program waste audits to be conducted for small 
businesses, hospitals and apartment complexes.  
Data will support recommendations regarding 
potential recycling efforts.  Bins and other capital 
costs to be provided within funding limitations.   

The City lost its Americorp funding which was originally 
going to be used to conduct the business waste audits.  
The City continues to work with other Humboldt 
jurisdictions to develop an improved outreach program.  
This program is important because it establishes a rapport 
with local businesses, as well as increasing diversion.   

1% 

1010-SR-BCM, Backyard and On-Site 
Composting/Mulching  3050-CM-SCH School 
Composting Programs. 
City constructing bins for composting city zoo 
waste and city parks green waste.  City purchased 
new backyard composting for subsidized cost and 
distribution to city residents. 
 

The City has distributed composting bins to local 
residents for a subsidized cost, as well as participating in 
the Environmental Ambassador Pilot Program to promote 
and initiate sustainable composting and vermiculture 
programs on school campuses.  The zoo is in the process 
of expanding their compost operation by going from two 
large bins to a large concrete slab.  The City met their 
original obligation proposed in their first Time Extension, 
but they would like to do more in regards to expanding 
the zoo’s composting capabilities.   

1% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and /or Expanded Programs 21% 
Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 38% 
Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 59% 
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Support Programs 
6020-PI-ORD, Ordinances Passing a universal collection ordinance will ensure city-

wide participation in the two stream automated collection 
program. Staff sees this as being a critical component in 
being able to achieve the diversion rate percentages 
proposed in the City's second Time Extension. 

Expand existing program through a proposed 
mandatory/universal collection ordinance. The ordinance if 
approved will enable an expanded program introducing a two 
stream automated collection system, and integrated with the 
new expanded dual stream processing facility (currently 
under construction) 

5010-ED-PRN, Print Education outreach is critical to the success of the City's 
programs. By educating businesses and the residential 
sector about the City's expansion of residential and 
commercial curbside collection of materials, the City will 
ensure that one of the necessary steps has been taken to 
implement this program that is intended to maximize 
participation. 

The City will expand its public education and awareness 
program to include the City's new Buy-Back facility and 
other new or expanded programs as necessary. Residents 
may call either the City or the hauler to obtain Curbside 
collection kits (bins and literature) and information on a 
neighborhood scheduled pickup day. Newsletters will be 
sent to homes and businesses promoting the expansion of 
residential and commercial curbside collection of materials. 
The City also sends out press releases and news articles for 
special events/dates as provided by the CIWMB. 

5020-ED-OUT, Outreach specific to Business Waste 
Reduction Program. 
Provide education and incentives for multi-family landlords 
and small businesses to increase recycling and reduce waste 
disposal costs. The City intends to work with these clients to 
effectively design and implement their on-site recycling 
locations. For apartments, the design of the enclosure should 
complement the design of the units, and should be in a 
central location that is easily accessible to all residents but 
away from pedestrian accesses and children's play areas. 
The area should be easily accessible for collection purposes 
and should provide adequate maneuvering space for trucks. 

Technical assistance is the key to the success of this 
program in convincing multi-family landlords and small 
business to participate. The City will be able to convey that 
not only is recycling the "right thing to do", but there is a 
cost savings as well. 
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Support Programs  
6020-PI-ORD, Ordinances 
Expand existing program through a proposed 
mandatory/universal collection ordinance.  The ordinance if 
approved will enable an expanded program introducing a two 
stream automated collection system, and integrated with the 
new expanded dual stream processing facility (currently 
under construction) 
 

Passing a universal collection ordinance will ensure city-
wide participation in the two stream automated collection 
program.   Staff sees this as being a critical component in 
being able to achieve the diversion rate percentages 
proposed in the City’s second Time Extension. 
 

5010-ED-PRN, Print 
The City will expand its public education and awareness 
program to include the City’s new Buy-Back facility and 
other new or expanded programs as necessary.  Residents 
may call either the City or the hauler to obtain Curbside 
collection kits (bins and literature) and information on a 
neighborhood scheduled pickup day.  Newsletters will be 
sent to homes and businesses promoting the expansion of 
residential and commercial curbside collection of materials. 
The City also sends out press releases and news articles for 
special events/dates as provided by the CIWMB. 
 

Education outreach is critical to the success of the City’s 
programs. By educating businesses and the residential 
sector about the City’s expansion of residential and 
commercial curbside collection of materials, the City will 
ensure that one of the necessary steps has been taken to 
implement this program that is intended to maximize 
participation. 
 

5020-ED-OUT, Outreach specific to Business Waste 
Reduction Program. 
Provide education and incentives for multi-family landlords 
and small businesses to increase recycling and reduce waste 
disposal costs.  The City intends to work with these clients to 
effectively design and implement their on-site recycling 
locations.  For apartments, the design of the enclosure should 
complement the design of the units, and should be in a 
central location that is easily accessible to all residents but 
away from pedestrian accesses and children’s play areas.  
The area should be easily accessible for collection purposes 
and should provide adequate maneuvering space for trucks. 
 

Technical assistance is the key to the success of this 
program in convincing multi-family landlords and small 
business to participate.  The City will be able to convey that 
not only is recycling the “right thing to do”, but there is a 
cost savings as well.    
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The Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority's 
Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Programs: 

• The Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management 
Authority (YSRWMA) implemented, during its first 
time extension, a new set of residential waste diversion 
programs that significantly differed from the programs 
previously offered to residents. The transition from 
unlimited garbage service and minimal curbside 
recycling collection to a variable can rate system 
accompanied by commingled curbside recycling and 
green waste service was difficult. The YSRWMA had 
to overcome high contamination rates in the curbside 
programs which resulted in higher disposal totals than 
anticipated. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 

• The YSRWMA needs additional time to enhance the 
residential recycling programs by working with the 
waste hauler and residents in an attempt to increase the 
quality and quantity of mixed recyclables collected. 
They expect to increase the volume of recyclables 
collected while decreasing contamination of those 
materials. 

Residential Recycling: 

• The YSRWMA and their contract waste service provider 
have been working together to decrease the 
contamination rate in the curbside recycling and green 
waste programs. Their efforts include increased 
promotion and enforcement of the program focused on 
decreasing the contamination rate. The waste hauler is 
currently offering a rewards program for residents who 
utilize the system correctly. This continued outreach and 
enforcement should produce cleaner material yielding 
increased diversion. 

• Staff agrees that additional time is needed for residents 
to utilize a more complex system for recycling. The 
YSRWMA's shift from unlimited garbage service to a 
variable rate disposal structure and commingled 
recycling and green waste service is commendable. It 
takes a significant investment of time and effort to 
change the habits of residents through outreach and 
enforcement. 

Barriers in Commercial Programs: 

• The YSRWMA has transitioned many of its smaller 
businesses to a commingled curbside style recycling 
program. Additionally, the waste service provider has 
been working to expand the number of businesses 
receiving cardboard recycling service. Additionally, 
Yuba/Sutter Disposal Service has added a second shift 
at its construction and demolition debris sorting line 
due to increased materials flow associated with large 
development projects within the Yuba/Sutter area. 
These program enhancements are being implemented 
on a continual basis and take time to develop. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 

• The YSRWMA needs additional time to expand the 
construction and demolition recycling program at the 
materials recovery facility. That expansion includes 
adding a second shift to work the construction and 
demolition sorting line at the MRF during times when 
construction activity is occurring. All construction 
waste within the Yuba/Sutter area must be delivered to 
the MRF for processing. 

• 

• 

Commercial Recycling: 

Staff agrees that expansion of the commercial recycling 
programs is necessary for this growing community. 
Increased construction and demolition debris recycling 
should significantly help to reduce disposal in this 
community. Outreach and promotion of the business 
recycling program will be needed on a continual basis to 
increase participation. 

Staff agrees that additional time to expand the 
construction and demolition recycling program was 
needed. The YSRWMA will need to continually 
evaluate the need for further expansions in the 
commercial and construction waste programs. 
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Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB, Residential Curbside Recycling: 
The YSRWMA will increase the quality and quantity of 
material gleaned from the curbside recycling program 
through increased outreach to residents on the importance 
of proper participation in this commingled program. 

The YSRWMA's transition to a commingled 
curbside program has been remarkable. 
Continued outreach and enforcement of this 
program is necessary and will need to be a 
priority into the future. 

2% 

3000-RC-RCG, Residential Curbside Green Waste: The 
YSRWMA will increase the quality and quantity of green 
waste captured through this program through increased 
outreach to residents on the importance of proper 
participation in this green waste program. 

Decreased contamination in this program 
will allow for increased diversion of this 
large waste stream. Continued outreach and 
enforcement within this program is 
necessary and will need to be a priority into 
the future. 

2% 

2030-RC-OSP, Commercial On-Site Pickup: 
The YSRWMA and waste service provider will continue 
to expand this program of cardboard recycling service and 
commingled curbside style recycling. 

Increasing participation in this program will 
yield additional diversion. Importance 
should continue to be placed on increasing 
diversion from this sector of the community. 

2% 

4060-SP-CAR, Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 
The YSRWMA is increasing the diversion of construction 
and demolition materials at the MRF by adding a second 
sorting shift during times when increased construction 
activity is occuring. The second shift is essential to 
increasing diversion because all construction waste within 
Yuba and Sutter Counties is delivered to this facility. 

Staffmg a second shift to operate the 
construction and demolition sorting line 
should help to increase diversion of this 
heavy material. This is essential due to a 
number of large construction projects 
occurring in Yuba and Sutter counties. 

5% 

8010-TR-BIO, Biomass: 
The YSRWMA has increased the amount of material sent 
for biomass conversion by capturing increasing amounts 
of wood waste through its construction and demolition 
debris sorting line at the MRF. 

The amount of material sent for biomass 
conversion will probably continue to grow as 
more material is captured at the MRF. 

3% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 14% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 36% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

Support Programs 

5010-ED-OUT: Outreach 
The YSRWMA will continue to conduct outreach to 
residents on the importance of proper participation in this 
commingled program. This includes a "Flip the Lids" 
program to award residents for properly participating in 
the residential curbside programs. Enforcement will 
continue to be a part of this program to discourage 
contamination of the recycling streams. Additionally, on-
going outreach to the business sector to increase recycling 
participation will occur. 

Education outreach is critical to the success of the residential 
and commercial recycling programs. Educating businesses 
and the residential sector about the available recycling 
programs will help the YSRWMA meet its diversion goals. 
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5010-ED-OUT:  Outreach 
The YSRWMA will continue to conduct outreach to 
residents on the importance of proper participation in this 
commingled program.  This includes a “Flip the Lids” 
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City of Mammoth Lakes Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in C&D program: 
• Although, due to the reduced gate fees for the clean 

C&D material there has been an increase in the Town's 
diversion amount, the Town believes it can recover more 
C&D material at its material recovery facility. However, 
the limited space is a barrier to accommodate larger 
tonnage from the C&D projects. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The Town needs additional time for the development of 

an expanded material recovery facility. Since the first 
Time Extension submittal in 2002, the Town has worked 
closely with the County and the Hauler for the 
development of an expanded facility to process and 
recover more C&D material. 

C&D: 
• Recently, the Town's solid waste service provider 

secured an adjacent property for the MRF expansion; 
however, more time is needed to go through the 
necessary steps to fmalize the expansion process. Staff 
agrees that the Town is adequately addressing the 
barriers associated with C&D material recovery and 
effectively implementing the C&D diversion program. 
Through increased C&D material recovery the Town 
will achieve higher diversion rates. 

Barriers in Wood Waste program: 
• The reduced gate fees have contributed in increased 

wood waste diversion, the Town felt that a barrier that is 
impeding them from effectively diverting more wood is 
not having a tub grinder for chipping wood at the 
landfill. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The Town has purchased a tub grinder since its first 

Time Extension request and is processing more wood 
waste, however, it needs additional time to fully 
implement and monitor wood waste recovery and 
processing at the landfill. 

Wood Waste: 
• Staff agrees that the Town is adequately addressing the 

barriers associated with the wood waste material. 
Through increased processing, chipping, and reuse of 
wood waste, the Town will achieve more diversion. 

Barriers in Commercial program: (Cardboard and CRV 
containers) 
• One of the principal barriers in achieving 50% diversion 

is the capacity constraints at the MRF. 
• Lack of a baler at the facility. 
• Lack of monitoring at the MRF. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The Town needs additional time to develop and expand 

the material recovery facility, purchase a new baler, and 
monitor the material being diverted at the facility. 

Cardboard and CRV containers: 
• Staff agrees that the expanded space for storing and 

sorting, and adequate monitoring of the program, will 
enable the Town to target additional material at the 
material recovery facility and divert more material 
from the landfill. The Town seems to be adequately 
addressing the barriers associated with this program. 

Barriers in Sludge Diversion: 
• Lack of management in dealing with the increased 

amount of sludge. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The Town has grown since the last Time Extension 

request and, therefore, there is a need to improve the 
system to better handle the amount generated within the 
Town. 

Sludge: 
• Staff agrees that Town needs more time to handle the 

increased tonnage of sludge that is direct result of 
population growth. 
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Barriers in Material Recovery Facility (MRF): 
• The Town has several recycling activities in place at the 

existing facility, however, limited processing capacity is 
a barrier in processing additional material. More space is 
needed to handle the material received at the facility. 

• There was a delay in planning and development of the 
facility. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The Town is requesting a second time extension to 

expand the Town's MRF in order to facilitate increased 
storage capacity for bailed cardboard and other 
recyclables. The Town will also use the time to work 
with the County for a better management of the 
recycling activities that would lead to an accurate 
quantification of diversion. 

MRF: 
• Staff agrees that the Town's continued growth will 

generate more material and a larger facility is needed to 
handle the demand. Having more capacity at the site 
will enable the Town to divert more material from the 
landfill. The Town seems to be adequately addressing 
the barriers associated with this program. 

Other reasons for second time extension: 
• The landfill operator, Mono County Public Works 

Department, is working with the Town to secure control 
of the countywide waste stream. This will lead to more 
favorable pricing incentives for diversion of inerts and 
wood waste. A 2nd  time extension through 12/31/05 will 
enable these programs to be fully refined and 
implemented. 

Other programs: 
• Staff agrees that these collaborative efforts between the 

Town and the County will be very beneficial in 
providing for a better overall approach to diversion 
program development. 

Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

4060 —SP-CAR (Inert Recycling) 
Increased operational effectiveness and reduced 
landfill gate fees for clean source separated 
recyclable concrete, rubble, and asphalt processing 
at the Benton Crossing Landfill. 

This program is important because the growth in the 
Town's population has increased the generation of 
C&D material. Staff believes the material recovery 
facility will help ensure that C&D material is being 
properly diverted. 

8% 

4050 —SP-WDW (Wood Waste Diversion) 
Town worked with the County to purchase a tub 
grinder to be stationed at the LF for processing 
and using chipped wood. Through increased 
operational experience and fee incentives, wood 
diversion should increase. 

The Town has purchased a tub grinder and it is fully 
operational. The Town and the County reached an 
agreement to reduce the disposal gate fee by 50% 
for clean and uncontaminated wood waste delivered 
to the landfill. 
Staff believes with the expansion of the MRF 
facility the Town will have the opportunity to 
increase wood waste diversion which should also 
increase due to the change in gate fees. 

5% 

2030-RC-OSP (Commercial Onsite Pickup) 
Mammoth Disposal, pursuant to its current 
franchise agreement, will increase the number of 
containers placed for cardboard and other 
recyclables for businesses and multifamily 
residences. 

The Hauler has expanded commercial onsite 
recycling service and continues to provide 
additional containers to multifamily units and 
businesses for the collection of cardboard and other 
recyclables. Staff agrees this continuing effort is 
focused on a significant part of the Town's waste 
stream and should increase diversion of cardboard 
and other recyclables. 

3% 
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• There was a delay in planning and development of the 
facility.  

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• The Town is requesting a second time extension to 

expand the Town’s MRF in order to facilitate increased 
storage capacity for bailed cardboard and other 
recyclables.  The Town will also use the time to work 
with the County for a better management of the 
recycling activities that would lead to an accurate 
quantification of diversion. 

MRF: 
• Staff agrees that the Town’s continued growth will 

generate more material and a larger facility is needed to 
handle the demand.  Having more capacity at the site 
will enable the Town to divert more material from the 
landfill.   The Town seems to be adequately addressing 
the barriers associated with this program. 

 

Other reasons for second time extension: 
• The landfill operator, Mono County Public Works 

Department, is working with the Town to secure control 
of the countywide waste stream. This will lead to more 
favorable pricing incentives for diversion of inerts and 
wood waste. A 2nd time extension through 12/31/05 will 
enable these programs to be fully refined and 
implemented.   

Other programs: 
• Staff agrees that these collaborative efforts between the 

Town and the County will be very beneficial in 
providing for a better overall approach to diversion 
program development. 

 

 
 
 
Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

4060 –SP-CAR (Inert Recycling) 
Increased operational effectiveness and reduced 
landfill gate fees for clean source separated 
recyclable concrete, rubble, and asphalt processing 
at the Benton Crossing Landfill. 

This program is important because the growth in the 
Town’s population has increased the generation of 
C&D material. Staff believes the material recovery 
facility will help ensure that C&D material is being 
properly diverted. 

8% 

4050 –SP-WDW (Wood Waste Diversion) 
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containers placed for cardboard and other 
recyclables for businesses and multifamily 
residences. 
 

The Hauler has expanded commercial onsite 
recycling service and continues to provide 
additional containers to multifamily units and 
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4010 —SP-SLG (Sludge) 
As the Town continues to grow, the County will 
manage increased sludge generation and divert the 
dried sludge for use as an alternative daily cover. 
Operational improvements should result in 
increased diversion as the sludge waste stream 
grows. 

Staff agrees that use of sludge as an alternative daily 
cover will enable the Town to manage increased 
sludge generation. 

3% 

7000-FR-MRF 
Mammoth Disposal will procure land and 
construct a building with a new baler to enable the 
recyclables collection activities to increase. 

Staff agrees that expanding the MRF facility will 
help capture an important portion of Town's waste 
stream and therefore increase the overall diversion 
rate. 

3% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 22% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 28% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

Support Programs 

Waste Generation study: 
The Town is planning to conduct a waste generation study 
for the years 2003 and 2004 in order to accurately identify 
and track ongoing diversion activities. 

Staff agrees that seasonal tourism has an impact on the waste 
generation measurement. The Town's original 1991 base year 
waste generation and the adjustment methodology may not be 
yielding accurate reporting year waste generation estimates. 
Therefore, a generation study will enable the Town to 
accurately quantify diversion from year to year. 

DOC Grant: 
The Town plans to continue to acquire and utilize the 
funds available from DOC to purchase recycling 
containers and place them at various strategic locations. 

Staff agrees that the Town attracts a lot of tourists and it is 
important for the Town to expand its diversion activities at the 
tourist attractions. Placing recycling containers at the ski area 
will increase collection of recyclables. 

5000- ED-ELC 
The Town will continue to educate the public through 
"Mammoth Cares" Public Education Campaign. Joint 
program including MMSA, Mammoth Disposal, and the 
Town which promotes the campaign via a logo, print 
material, and public announcements. 

Educating public is a key factor to maximize recycling 
activities, therefore, staff agrees that continuation of education 
will increase the participation rate and ultimately help the 
Town achieve its diversion goal. 

5010-ED-PRN 
The City will continue to educate the public through 
media outlets (cable TV, newspapers, Town newsletters) 
featuring businesses that recycle. 

Staff agrees that the Business Recycling Awareness Campaign 
will encourage the businesses to increase their participation in 
recycling activities. 

4060 —SP-CAR 
Town staff will continue to participate in Construction 
Contractors Association meetings promoting source 
separation and diversion of waste building materials. 

Because C&D material will continue to be generated as the 
Town grows, it is important to provide outreach and education 
to insure the contractors are aware of the recycling options that 
are available to them. 
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containers and place them at various strategic locations. 

Staff agrees that the Town attracts a lot of tourists and it is 
important for the Town to expand its diversion activities at the 
tourist attractions. Placing recycling containers at the ski area 
will increase collection of recyclables. 

5000- ED-ELC   
The Town will continue to educate the public through 
“Mammoth Cares” Public Education Campaign.  Joint 
program including MMSA, Mammoth Disposal, and the 
Town which promotes the campaign via a logo, print 
material, and public announcements. 

Educating public is a key factor to maximize recycling 
activities, therefore, staff agrees that continuation of education 
will increase the participation rate and ultimately help the 
Town achieve its diversion goal.   

5010-ED-PRN 
The City will continue to educate the public through 
media outlets (cable TV, newspapers, Town newsletters) 
featuring businesses that recycle. 

Staff agrees that the Business Recycling Awareness Campaign 
will encourage the businesses to increase their participation in 
recycling activities. 

 4060 –SP-CAR  
Town staff will continue to participate in Construction 
Contractors Association meetings promoting source 
separation and diversion of waste building materials. 

Because C&D material will continue to be generated as the 
Town grows, it is important to provide outreach and education 
to insure the contractors are aware of the recycling options that 
are available to them.   
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(Revised 7/24/2002) 

To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

City of Eureka 

County 

Humboldt 

Authorized Signatur ' 

„ttlit 

 Title 

Special Projects Manager 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

Gary M. Bird 

Date 

April 29, 2005 

Phone 

(707) 441-4165 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Gary M. Bird 

Title 

Special Projects Manager 

Phone 

(707)4414165 

E-mail Address 

gbad@ci.eurekaca.gov  

Fax 

(707)441-4202 

Mailing Address 

531 K Street 

City 

Eureka 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

95501 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

I Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

r Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _2005 

Is this a second request? ❑ No I Yes Specific years requested. _2005 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 

Board Meeting
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Section IIIA -- TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction=s progress in implementing diversion programs 
that were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates Agood 
faith effort.@ The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction=s progress in demonstrating Agood 
faith effort@ towards complying with A6939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction=s situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary -- please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 111A-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why the SRRE 
selected programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and 
briefly indicate how they will be overcome. 

We continue to take steps to increase our diversion rate in an effort to meet our goal of at least 50%. 
More time is needed to meet our goal because we are continuing to move forward with complex, 
expensive programs intended to meet AB 939 requirements. We have concluded that the primary 
barriers to achieving our goal are the lack of a regional compost facility, lack of a mandatory universal 
collection sytem in the City, and lack of the associated processing facility needed to effectively 
accommodate larger tonnage of recycled materials from the street. 

To overcome these barriers, the City participates with a regional Waste Management Authority. Since 
our original Time Extension was submitted in 2002, we have worked closely with private entrepreneurs, 
haulers, local governments and other interests to coordinate development of a regional composting 
facility. Moreover, we have begun working towards a mandatory collection system in Eureka, which 
will also require development of an expanded processing facility. The City has worked diligently 
toward implementing these programs, but the lengthy, complex processes have delayed the original 
Time Extension schedule. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City will be continuing the process of developing a regional composting facility, attempting 
adoption of a mandatory collection system in Eureka, and developing an expanded processing facility. 
We are coordinating with a number private entrepreneurs whom are working toward providing the 
expanded programs and services needed to increase our diversion rates. We are currently in a site 
selection process for both the composting and processing facilities. We are coordinating efforts with 
processors, haulers and our local politicians toward requesting a mandatory collection system, a request 
which will require a public hearing process before the City Council. As we progress within the TE 
extension timelines, we will be accomplishing steps toward completion of these projects. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction=s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

The City=s current diversion rate is a disappointment for the City considering the dedication of our 
recycling staff and the number of diversion programs we are now administering. We are hopeful that 
our solution lies in developing a regional compost facility, mandatory collection and associated 
expanded two stream processing systems. Our participation in a regional Waste Management Authority 
works toward increasing diversion rates through more efficient, innovative and cost effective methods, 
and demonstrates our resolve to meet the AB 939 requirements. To date, these efforts have resulted in 
the upgrading of our Transfer Station to include an expanded Recycling Buy-Back facility and 
distribution center, and an improved collection and marketing program. 
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3. Good Faith Efforts (continued) 

The City will continue to administer our Curbside Recycling Program. Through the City=s Franchise 
Agreement contract with City Garbage Company, a curbside recycling program is offered to all City 
residents and businesses for a nominal charge. The program currently takes glass, plastic, aluminum, 
tin, paper and cardboard. A mandatory collection system (automated) will greatly increase our tonnage 
through a two stream system, and improve opportunities to expand the program for additional 
recyclable materials. The City anticipates this program may result in a 9% increase in our estimated 
percent diversion rate. 

In addition, the City continues to administer an annual campaign of advertisements and events 
promoting our on-going recycling programs for waste oil, telephone books, laser/inkjet cartridges, 
cardboard, Christmas trees, green waste and food waste (home composting), bulky items (free 
coupons), and other related events, and also continues its successful public school education program. 

4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A — PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required 
description of actions the 
Time Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

by. 
jurisdiction.will 

ERG S.edtion411820(a)(6)(B).. 
take 

65% 

The plan is fundamentally 
to meet the 50% goal by the expiration 

Non-residential % 

a 
of the 

35% Residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 
Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gpvl 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

Residential Buyback/ 

Transfer Station/ 

Residential Drop Off 

New and 
Expanded 

A new expanded dual-stream recycling 
processing facility is currently under 
construction at a location near our existing 
facility. The new facility will enable the City to 
significantly improve its capacity to process 
increased tonnage of recycled material. All City 
tonnage will be processed at the new facility. 
The new facility plays an integral role in our 
ability to process significant increased tonnage 
proposed front universal expansion programs. 
The existing Buy-Back and Drop-off Center will 
remain (and expand) at its current Transfer 
Station location in Eureka. 

Private 

Tipping Fees 
12/2005 5% 

Regional Compost and 
Food Waste Facilities 

New Two separate composting facilities are steering 
towards construction in the Eureka area. The 
first is a regional composting facility being 
coordinated by the Waste Management 
Authority. The regional facility is capable of 
accepting all green waste and food waste in 
Eureka. The second facility is a private organic 
fertilizer venture (Soil Start, Inc.) which will 
compost significant tonnage offish waste, 
wastewater bio sludge, food waste and other 
organic materials. 

Private 

Grant Funds 

Tipping Fees 

12/2005 9% 

Residential Curbside Expand Expand existing program through a proposed 
mandatory/universal collection ordinance. The 
expanded program will introduce a two stream 
automated collection system, integrated with the 
new expanded dual stream processing facility 
(currently tinder construction). DOC funds to 
go toward capital costs. 

DOC Funds 12/2005 5% 

Business Waste Reduction 
Program 

Expand Waste audits to be conducted for small 
businesses, hospitals and apartment. Data will 
support recommendations regarding potential 
recycling efforts. Bins and other capital costs to 
be provided within funding limitations. 

DOC Funds 12/2005 1% 

Backyard and On-Site 
Composting/City Zoo 

Composting 

New City constructing bins for composting all 
(expanded) City Zoo waste and city parks green 
waste. City purchased new backyard 
composting for subsidized cost and distribution 
to city residents. 

DOC Funds 12/2005 1% 
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Total Estimated Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 21% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 38% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  59% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

Ordinance Expand Expand existing program through a proposed mandatory/universal 
collection ordinance. The ordinance i f approved will enable an 
expanded program introducing a two stream automated collection 
system, and integrated with the new expanded dual stream processing 
facility (currently under construction). 

12/2005 

Print/Public Education Expand The City will expand its public education and awareness program to 
include the City's new Buy-Back facility and other new or expanded 
programs as necessary. Residents may call either the City or the 
hauler to obtain Curbside collection kits (bins and literature) and 
information on a neighborhood scheduled pickup day. Newsletters 
will be sent to homes and businesses promoting the expansion of 
residential and commercial curbside collection of materials. The City 
also send out press releases and news articles for special events/dates 
as provided by the CIWMB. 

On-going 

Business Waste Reduction 
Program 

Expand Provide education and incentives for multi family landlords and small 
businesses to increase recycling and reduce waste disposal costs. 
The City intends to work with these clients to effectively design and 
implement their on-site recycling locations. For apartments, the 
design of the enclosure should complement the design of the units, 
and should be in a central location that is easily accessible to all 
residents but away from pedestrian accesses and children's play 
areas. The area should be easily accessible for collection purposes 
and should provide adequate maneuvering space for trucks. 

On-going 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, III-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

Regional Waste Management Authority 

County 

Yuba and Sutter Counties 

Authorized Signa 

1,/;:e1.- 

Title 

Administrator ......--- 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

Keith Martin 

Date 

6--  /-- 2-, / -- 0 

Phone 

(530) 634-6890 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Alyson Burteigh 

Title 

President, Aurora Environmental, Inc. 

Phone 

(801)474-2166 

E-mail Address 

auroraone@utah-intennet 

Fax 

(801)474-2167 

Mailing Address 

1188 E. Harrison Avenue 

City 

Salt Lake City 

State 

UT 

ZIP Code 

84105 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondlsposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1,1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

II No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

al Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

la3 Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested and 2005 _2004 

Is this a second request? ❑ No C1 YesYes Specific years requested. _2004 and 
2005 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

irt 
CI Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested	 %, for the years_  _ 

Is this a second ADR request? 0 No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested _ %, for the 
years 

—(Note: R,equests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1.2008. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006.,  

TOTAL P.01 
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June 14-15, 2005 

Section MA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1.  Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly Indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The programs selected for implementation in the SRRE were implemented, or modified, or alternative programs 
were implemented, instead. However, the programs resulting in the diversion of the most significant quantities 
of waste were not implemented until mid-2001 (Construction and Demolition Debris Sort Line) and October 
2001 (Curbside Recycling and Yard Waste Collection). Additionally, composting of the yard waste collected 
began in late 2002. Prior to this change, yard waste materials were diverted to alternative daily cover. Since 
late 2002, clean wood from the Construction and Demolition Debris Sort Line has been processed into biomass 
fuel, rather than alternative daily cover. Beginning in June 2003, a second shift began operating the 
Construction and Demolition Debris Sort Line on a seasonal basis when there is sufficient additional material to 
process. Commercial office paper and cardboard recycling programs existed prior to devlopment of the SRRE. 
These programs have been significantly expanded since then, and in September 2002, the office paper 
collection program was converted to a business curbside recycling program that includes the same materials as 
the residential curbside recycling prgoram. A special event recycling program commenced in 2003, including 
Recycling Ambassadors to assist vendors and the public with understanding the program. Public and school 
education programs have been ongoing and also, in May 2003, the Flipping Lids Prqject designed to reduce 
contamination in the Curbside Recycling and Yard Waste Program was implemented. In December 2003, a 
Recycling Rewards program was implemented to support the Curbside Recycling and Yard Waste Program. 

Additional time is being requested to allow for the existing programs to mature further as ongoing enforcement 
measures and public education efforts continue to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the programs 
implemented in 2001 through 2003 and through the processing of additional quantities of construction and 
demolition debris materials. Additionally, the Adjustment Factors are just beginning to reflect the significant 
growth that has been occuring in the region in recent years. 

2.  Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances In 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

Additional time is required to allow the programs implemented in recent years to fully mature through ongoing 
enforcement and public education activities, through the processing of additional quantities of construction and 
demolition debris materials, and also for the Adjustment Factors to fully reflect the region's growth by 2006. 

3.  Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 
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Agenda Item 21 t 
Attachment 5 

The RWMA's good faith efforts to implement the programs in the SRRE, or modified, or alternative programs, is 
described in item 1 above. Additional details regarding these efforts are provided in the Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS), including the program notes. 

4. 

No 

Provide any additional 

additional information to 

relevant information 

be provided. 

that supports the request. 
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Section 1116—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 1118-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 43% Non-residential % 57% 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

2000-RC-CRB 
Residential Curbside 

Enhance 

Continue ongoing public education and enforcement 
efforts to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of this 
diversion program. 

Rate 
Structure 
and 
Grants 

Ongoing 2% 

3000-CM-RCG 
Residential Curbside 
Greenwaste 

Enhance 

Continue ongoing public education and enforcement 
efforts to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of this 
diversion program. 

Rate 
Structure 
and 
Grants 

+11  

Ongoing 2% 

2030-RC-OSP 
Commercial On-Site 
Pickup 

Enhance 

Continue ongoing public education and enforcement 
efforts to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of this 
diversion program. 

Rate 
Structure 
and 
Grants 

Ongoing 2% 

8010-TR-BIO 
Biomass 

Expand 

The tonnage of clean wood waste diverted to biomass 
end uses increased from 2003 to 2004. Rate 

Structure 
12/2004 3% 

4060-SP-CAR 
Concrete/Aspahlt/ Rubble 

Expand 

A second shift operates the Construction and Demolition 
Debris Sort Line on an seasonal basis when there is 
sufficient additional material to process. 

Rate 
Structure 

6/2003 5% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
14% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 36% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

Board Meeting
June 14-15, 2005

Agenda Item 21 
  Attachment 5

Jthomas
Text Box



Agenda Item 21 
Attachment 5 

Board Meeting 
June 14-15, 2005 

Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Board Meeting Agenda Item 21 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 6 

To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this form and 
return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

Town of Mammoth Lakes 

County  

Mono County.  

Authorized Signature 

.7/Z;',/ J. % 

Title 
it ile . ,tipl. — e. _7, ,7,7  

Compliance Coordinator/Environmental Analyst _ 

Type/Print Name of Person igning 

Mfic‘•‘//e2._ /Jed. • 
Steve Mercer 

Date 

d• VO :5     

Phone  

(760) 934-8989 ext 252- Z_e,  

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Jim Greco N 

Title 

Owner/Principal 
California Waste Associates 

Phone 

(916) 933-2327 

E-mail Address 

jgwaste@aol.com  

Fax 

(916) 933-3157 

Mailing Address 

P. 0. Box 5177 

City 

El Dorado Hills 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

95762 

4. 
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Tune 14-15 2005 

Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

0 Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

L Time Extension Request 
, 

Specific years requested	 . _ 

Is this a second request? ❑ No 15 Yes Specific years requested. _2005 through 
12/31/05 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not succesAl.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). . 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the  _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request fir a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 

Board Meeting
June 14-15, 2005

Agenda Item 21
Attachment 6

Jthomas
Text Box

Jthomas
Text Box



.40-4 

r Agenda Item 21 
Attachment 6 

Board Meeting 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessa►y—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1.  Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The Town requested a 1st  SB 1066 3-year time extension in July 2002 for a period ending July 23, 2005. 
However, this request was granted for a period ending December 31, 2004. Three primary diversion programs 
were targeted for expansion in the plan of correction, namely: (1) inerts recycling; (2) wood waste diversion; 
and (3) commercial collection recycling (cardboard and CRV containers). A 4th  program, the expansion of the 
Town's MRF was also proposed as a supporting program in order to facilitate increased storage capacity for 
baled cardboard and other materials. All programs in the POC were implemented except for the MRF 
expansion. Delays were experienced with the MRF expansion due to property acquisition barriers. Additionally, 
effective implementation of the inerts and wood waste diversion programs were slow to achieve targeted 
diversion tonnages due to higher than expected gate fees. 

Recently the Town's solid waste service provider, Mammoth Disposal, selected adjacent property for the MRF, 
expansion. Mammoth Disposal owns the property, but needs to request a rate adjustment. Mammoth Disposal 
plans to prepare and submit an options cost analysis by the end of March. The Town plans to agendize the 
options analysis in April, 2005 and plans to consider a franchise extension to facilitate an economic foundation 
for constructing the expanded MRF. Also, the landfill operator, Mono County Public Works Department, is 
working with the Town to►secure control of the countywide waste stream. This is important because it will lead 
to more favorably pricing incentives for diversion of inerts and wood waste. 

A 2nd  time extension through 12/31/05 will enable these programs to be fully implemented and refined. 

Additional barriers which have impeded the Town's progress have included inaccurate waste generation 
measurement resulting from the impact in population and visitor surges due to the Town being a resort 
destination (e.g., skiers, vacationers, 2nd  home owners). It is felt that the Town's original 1991 base year waste 
generation and the adjustment methodology may not yield accurate reporting year waste generation estimates. 

2.  Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The Town is requesting additional time to develop, construct, and fully implement the MRF expansion and 
cooperate with the County to realize increased operational effectiveness with the Benton Crossing Landfill-
based diversion programs. 

— The County did not assume the responsibility for the landfill operation until March 27th, 2001. Prior to the 
transition, the private operator had few diversion programs in place due to an effective contract. In 2004, the 
County Public Works Department nearly doubled the diversion realized through the use of dried sludge as an 
ADC, tire recycling, white goods and scrap metals processing, and the diversion of wood and inert materials. In 
2002 7,263 tons were diverted at the landfill. In 2004, the quantity diverted totaled 14,709 tons. The landfill-
based diversion programs coupled with the MRF expansion to allow the continued deployment of cardboard 
and beverage recycling containers will allow the Town to significantly increase diversion performance. 
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3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

a) Mammoth Mountain Ski Area (MMSA), the Town's largest waste generator, at the encouragement of the 
Town, established in 2000 a 50% diversion goal onsite and continues to emphasize recycling. 

b) The Town's hauler, Mammoth Disposal, continues to cooperate with the Town to facilitate recycling and 
work with a new recycler, Sierra Conservation Project (SCP). SCP collects recyclable CRV materials from 
businesses throughout the area.  

c) The Town has implemented most of its selected programs as noted in the PARIS. 

d) The Town adopted a buy-recycle procurement policy. 

4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

a) The Town is currently preparing a waste generation study for the year 2004, which it plans to submit to the 
CIWMB for review and consideration by March 1st, 2005. The study is expected to more accurately estimate the 
waste generated in 2004 and may be the basis for a new base year or the template for measuring diversion with 
the generation-based methodology from year-to-year. 

b) The Town has experienced significant growth due to development. The North Village project development 
and additional new home and commercial construction continues to occur. The Town is concerned that this rapid 
growth, which results in increased waste generation, is not accurately estimated by the CIWMB Adjustment 
Methodology. , 

c) The Town is working with the County so that once flow control of the countywide waste stream is secured, a 
rate structure empahsizing source separation of construction and demolition debris to realize increased diversion of 
these materials at job sites and for road maintenance will be achieved. 

d) The Town is interested in obtaining continuing technical assistance from CIWMB staff to enhance diversion 
program planning, development, implementation, and public awareness. 1 

e) The Town is located in a rural county which is also a resort destination, thereby experiencing great influxes 
of people and waste generation from non-year-round-residents. It is far from recyclables markets increasing 
the cost to transport recyclables for processing and sale or reuse. 
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 21 

June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 6  

Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 24% Non-residential % 76% 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwrnb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

lnerts Recycling (4060) Expand 

Through increasd operational effectiveness and reduced 
landfill gate fees for clean source separated recyclable 
concrete, rubble, and asphalt processing at the Benton 
Crossing Landfill. 

Rates 12/31/05 8% 

Wood Waste Diversion 
(4050) 

Expand 

Town worked with the County to purchase a tub grinder 
to be stationed at the LF for processing and using 
chipped wood. Through increased operational 
experience and fee incentives, wood diversion increase. 

Rates 12/31/05 5% . 

Commercial Onsite Pickup 
(2030) 

a  
Expand 

Mammoth Disposal, pursuant to its current franchise 
agreement, will increase the number of conatiners 
placed for cardboard and other recyclable materials for 
businesses and multifamily residences. 

.r. 

Rates 12/31/05 3% 

Sludge ADC at BCLF 
(4010) 

Expand 

As the Town continues to grow, the County will manage 
increased sludge generation and divert the dried sludge 
for use as an alternative daily cover. Operational 
improvements should result in increased diversion as 
this segment of the waste stream grows. 

Rates 12/31/05 3% 

MRF (7000) Expand 

Mammoth Disposal will procure land and construct a 
building with a new baler to enable the recyclables 
collection activities to increase. 

Rates 12/31/05 3% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
22% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 28% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

DOC Grant Expand The Town plans to continue to respond to notices of funding 
availability from DOC to purchase recycling containers and 
develop and implement public awareness programs in conjunction 
with Mammoth Disposal and Mammoth Mountain Ski Area. 

12/31/05, continuing 
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• 
County LF Tip Fee New Mono County implemented on 7/18/01 a new fee schedule with 

differential rates, which provide an incentive to divert material by 
segregated conatinerization (clean versus mixed with 
contaminants) However, the Town feels that the differential rate 
can be greater in order to facilitate increased diversion. The 

8/1/05 

County is willing to work with the Town but the County wants to 
secure control of the entire waste stream collected throughout the 
County in order to realize the most effective economies of scale. 

— 
_____...... 

"Mammoth Cares" Public 
Education Campaign 

Expand Joint program including MMSA, Mammoth Disposal, and Town 
which promotes campaign via a logo, print material, public 
announcements. 

12/31/05 

Business Recycling Awareness New 
Town will promote through public media outlets (cable TV, 
newspapers, Town newsletters) featuring businesses which 
recycle. 

Ongoing 

Inerts Diversion Education Expand 

Town staff will continue to participate in Construction Contractors Ongoing 
Association meetings promoting source separation and diversion 
of waste building materials. 

klet „t- 
e, ,7 

A Cie /112,, 
C ' 

ie 
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and Local Assistance 

Lakes 21Id  SB 1066 Request — Supporting program Addition 

received a completed 2nd  SB 1066 Time Extension request 
2005 for the Town of Mammoth Lakes. 

with Jim Greco, California Waste Associates, the Town 
program" be included in the SB 1066 time extension request 

. 

- - -.   
F 0 

April 13, 2005 

Ms. Yasmin Satter 
Office of Diversion Planning 
CIWMB 
P. 0. Box 4025 
Sacramento, California 95812-4025 

RE: Town of Mammoth 

Dear Yasmin: 

In February you should have 
an end date of December 31St, 

Pursuant to your conversation 
that the following "supporting 
of correction": 

Program Type New or 
Expand 

Description of Program Date Fully 
Completed 

Generation Study New The Town will prepare a waste generation study for the 
years 2003 and 2004 to better identify and track ongoing 
diversion activities. The Town's waste generation is 
significantly affected by tourism, recreational visitors (e.g., 
skiers, vacationers, 2nd  home owners). The reporting year 
waste generation is not accurately estimated by the 
adjustment methodology. The Town plans to use the waste 
generation studies for calculating its diversion rate using the 
generation-based methodology. 

5/30/05 

Please contact me 
discuss any of the 

Sincerely, 

Mike Grossblatt 
Assistant to the Town 

at 760-934-8989 extension 266 or Jim Greco at 916-933-2327 if you 
above. Thank you. 

want to 

Manager 

CC Jim Greco, California Waste Associates 
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 21 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 7 

Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Eureka May 2,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1010-SR-BCM N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1998 SO SO D 6 SI SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 21 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 7 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Eureka May 2,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1010-SR-BCM N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1998 SO SO D 6 SI SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Eureka May 2,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Events 

3010-CM-RSG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3030-CM-CSG N N 1998 PF 1 PF PF SI SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3040-CM-FWC N N 1998 PF Al D 99 Al AO AO AO AO 
Food Waste Composting 

3050-CM-SCH 
School Composting Programs 

4010-SP-SLG N N 1996 PF Al AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 21 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 7 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Eureka May 2,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3010-CM-RSG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3030-CM-CSG N N 1998 PF 1 PF PF SI SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3040-CM-FWC N N 1998 PF AI D 99 AI AO AO AO AO 
 Food Waste Composting 

 3050-CM-SCH 
 School Composting Programs 

 4010-SP-SLG N N 1996 PF AI AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Eureka May 2,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4030-SP-WHG N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N Y 1998 D 3 DE DE SI SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N N NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
Ordinances 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Eureka May 2,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4030-SP-WHG N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N Y 1998 D 3 DE DE SI SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N N NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 Ordinances 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Eureka May 2,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

7000-FR-MRF N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
MRF 

7020-FR-TST Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

8020-TR-TRS N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Tires 

9000-HH-PMF N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

9050-HH-OTH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 21 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment 7 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Eureka May 2,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 7000-FR-MRF N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 MRF 

 7020-FR-TST Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 8020-TR-TRS N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Tires 

 9000-HH-PMF N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 9050-HH-OTH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Other HHW 
 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting 
June 14-15, 2005 

Office of Local Assistance 

Program Listing for 
Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority 

Agenda Item 21 
Attachment 8 

Page 1 

Date Printed 

May 2,2005 

Pre 1995  1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1010-SR-BCM N N NA PF PF PF Al AO AO AO AO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y NA NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 SI SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N NA PF PF Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = 
or 

Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 21 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment  8 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority May 2,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1010-SR-BCM N N NA PF PF PF AI AO AO AO AO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y NA NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 SI SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N NA PF PF AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting 
June 14-15, 2005 

Office of Local Assistance 

Program Listing for 
Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority 

Agenda Item 21 
Attachment 8 

Page 2 

Date Printed 

May 2,2005 

Pre 1995  1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2080-RC-SPE N N NA PF PF Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N N NA PF PF Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N N NA PF PF Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3030-CM-CSG N N NA PF PF Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N Y NA PF NI 4, 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC N N NA PF PF Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = 
or 

Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 21 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment  8 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority May 2,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2080-RC-SPE N N NA PF PF AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N N NA PF PF AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N N NA PF PF AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3030-CM-CSG N N NA PF PF AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N Y NA PF NI 4, 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC N N NA PF PF AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting 
June 14-15, 2005 

Office of Local Assistance 

Program Listing for 
Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority 

Agenda Item 21 
Attachment 8 

Page 3 

Date Printed 

May 2,2005 

Pre 1995  1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y NA NI 4, 5 51 SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 51 SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y NA NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7020-FR-TST N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF N Y NA NI 4, 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

7040-FR-ADC N N NA PF PF Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

8010-TR-BIO Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Biomass 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = 
or 

Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 21 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment  8 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority May 2,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y NA NI 4, 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y NA NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7020-FR-TST N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y NA NI 4, 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 7040-FR-ADC N N NA PF PF AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 8010-TR-BIO Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Biomass 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting 
June 14-15, 2005 

Office of Local Assistance 

Program Listing for 
Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority 

Agenda Item 21 
Attachment 8 

Page 4 

Date Printed 

May 2,2005 

Pre 1995  1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC N N 1995 Al AO AO D 7 DE 7 DE 7 DE 7 DE 7 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9030-HH-WSE Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Waste Exchange 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

9050-HH-OTH N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not 
or 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated 
city 

exist NA = 

or 

Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 21 
June 14-15, 2005      Attachment  8 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority May 2,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC N N 1995 AI AO AO D 7 DE 7 DE 7 DE 7 DE 7 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9030-HH-WSE Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Waste Exchange 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 9050-HH-OTH N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 21 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 9 

Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mammoth Lakes May 2,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N N 1999 NA NA NA NA Al AO AO AO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N N 1999 NA NA NA NA Al AO AO AO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB N N NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 21 
June 14-15, 2005       Attachment 9 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Mammoth Lakes May 2,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N N 1999 NA NA NA NA AI AO AO AO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N N 1999 NA NA NA NA AI AO AO AO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB N N NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 21 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 9 

Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mammoth Lakes May 2,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2040-RC-SFH N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2050-RC-SCH N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N 1999 NA NA NA NA Al AO AO AO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Events 

2090-RC-OTH N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Other Recycling 

3010-CM-RSG N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3030-CM-CSG N N 1995 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3060-CM-GOV N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Government Composting Programs 

3070-CM-OTH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Other Composting 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 21 
June 14-15, 2005       Attachment 9 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Mammoth Lakes May 2,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2040-RC-SFH N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2050-RC-SCH N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N 1999 NA NA NA NA AI AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Events 

 2090-RC-OTH N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Other Recycling 

 3010-CM-RSG N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3030-CM-CSG N N 1995 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3060-CM-GOV N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Government Composting Programs 

 3070-CM-OTH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Other Composting 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 21 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 9 

Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mammoth Lakes May 2,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4010-SP-SLG N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND N N 1999 NA NA NA NA Al AO AO AO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1997 PF PF SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN N Y 1997 PF PF SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 21 
June 14-15, 2005       Attachment 9 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Mammoth Lakes May 2,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4010-SP-SLG N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND N N 1999 NA NA NA NA AI AO AO AO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1997 PF PF SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN N Y 1997 PF PF SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mammoth Lakes May 2,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1999 PF 99 PF 99 PF 99 PF 99 SI SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-El N N N 1999 PF 99 PF 99 PF 99 PF 99 Al AO AO AO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N N 1991 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Landfill 

7020-F R-TST N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Transfer Station 

7040-FR-ADC N N 1999 NA NA NA NA Al AO AO AO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

9000-H H-PM F Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-H H-M PC N N 1999 NA NA NA NA Al AO AO AO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9030-H H-WSE N Y 2000 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO 
Waste Exchange 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Mammoth Lakes May 2,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1999 PF 99 PF 99 PF 99 PF 99 SI SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN N N 1999 PF 99 PF 99 PF 99 PF 99 AI AO AO AO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N N 1991 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Landfill 

 7020-FR-TST N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Transfer Station 

 7040-FR-ADC N N 1999 NA NA NA NA AI AO AO AO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC N N 1999 NA NA NA NA AI AO AO AO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9030-HH-WSE N Y 2000 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO 
 Waste Exchange 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 5 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mammoth Lakes May 2,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Sicted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9040-HH-EDP N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

9050-HH-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Mammoth Lakes May 2,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9040-HH-EDP N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 9050-HH-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-140 

Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The Following 
Jurisdictions: City Of Eureka: Humboldt County; City Of Mammoth Lakes: Mono County; 
Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority: Yuba And Sutter Counties 

WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative Diversion 
Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has previously approved each of the above-listed jurisdictions'first SB1066 Time 
Extension Application; and 

WHEREAS, the jurisdictions have subsequently found that they need additional time to either 
implement, fully implement, or expand those programs described in their respective second SB1066 Time 
Extension requests; and 

WHEREAS, based on staff's review of the jurisdictions' progress to-date in implementing the programs 
described in their respective first Plan of Correction, Board staff believes that each jurisdiction has made 
a good faith effort to implement those programs, but needs additional time to either implement, fully 
implement, or expand the programs described in its second Plan of Correction; and 

WHEREAS, the jurisdictions have submitted the necessary information and documentation required in a 
completed SB1066 Time Extension application; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts these jurisdictions' second 
SB 1066 Time Extension applications for a second extension through December 31, 2005, to implement 
their respective SRREs and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs these jurisdictions to report on their 
progress in implementing their Plan of Correction by submitting a status report, and a final report at the 
end of the extension in conjunction with the annual report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly 
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-140 

Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The Following 
Jurisdictions:  City Of Eureka: Humboldt County; City Of Mammoth Lakes: Mono County; 
Yuba/Sutter Regional Waste Management Authority: Yuba And Sutter Counties 
 
WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative Diversion 
Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board has previously approved each of the above-listed jurisdictions’first SB1066 Time 
Extension Application; and 
 
WHEREAS, the jurisdictions have subsequently found that they need additional time to either 
implement, fully implement, or expand those programs described in their respective second SB1066 Time 
Extension requests; and 
 
WHEREAS, based on staff’s review of the jurisdictions’ progress to-date in implementing the programs 
described in their respective first Plan of Correction, Board staff believes that each jurisdiction has made 
a good faith effort to implement those programs, but needs additional time to either implement, fully 
implement, or expand the programs described in its second Plan of Correction; and 
 
WHEREAS, the jurisdictions have submitted the necessary information and documentation required in a 
completed SB1066 Time Extension application;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts these jurisdictions’ second 
SB 1066 Time Extension applications for a second extension through December 31, 2005, to implement 
their respective SRREs and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs these jurisdictions to report on their 
progress in implementing their Plan of Correction by submitting a status report, and a final report at the 
end of the extension in conjunction with the annual report. 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly 
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 22 
ITEM 
Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement Application By The 
Unincorporated Area Of Mariposa County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The Unincorporated Area of Mariposa County (County) has submitted to the California 
Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) a second Senate Bill (SB)1066 Alternative 
Diversion Requirement (ADR) application. Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41785 
allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement of PRC Section 
41780 to petition for one or more ADRs to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement 
for a maximum of five years; no extension may be effective beyond January 1, 2006. 

The County's first SB1066 ADR has ended, but will need additional time to expand 
programs proposed in the first SB1066 ADR request, and implement additional 
programs. Staffs analysis of this second SB1066 ADR request is that it is reasonable 
given the barriers the County has faced, as explained in Attachment 1 of this item. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the County's first SB1066 ADR request at the January 14-15, 2003, 
Board meeting. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the County's application as submitted for a second ADR to 

the 50 percent diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith efforts to-date to 
implement its first Goal Achievement Plan and plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the County's application as may be modified by the County 
at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may accept the application as submitted, but also make recommendations 
that the County implement alternative programs that it believes should be added to 
the new Goal Achievement Plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the County should add for its new Goal Achievement Plan to 
be successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the County 
time to revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the County's application and allow the County to revise 
and resubmit the application based on the Board's specified reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the County's application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1: approve the County's second SB1066 
ADR request as submitted on the basis of its good faith efforts to-date to implement its 
first Goal Achievement Plan and its plans for future program implementation. 
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June 14-15, 2005 
AGENDA ITEM 22 

ITEM 
Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement Application By The 
Unincorporated Area Of Mariposa County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The Unincorporated Area of Mariposa County (County) has submitted to the California 
Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) a second Senate Bill (SB)1066 Alternative 
Diversion Requirement (ADR) application.  Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41785 
allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement of PRC Section 
41780 to petition for one or more ADRs to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement 
for a maximum of five years; no extension may be effective beyond January 1, 2006.  
 
The County’s first SB1066 ADR has ended, but will need additional time to expand 
programs proposed in the first SB1066 ADR request, and implement additional 
programs.  Staff’s analysis of this second SB1066 ADR request is that it is reasonable 
given the barriers the County has faced, as explained in Attachment 1 of this item. 
  

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the County’s first SB1066 ADR request at the January 14-15, 2003, 
Board meeting.  
  

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the County’s application as submitted for a second ADR to 

the 50 percent diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith efforts to-date to 
implement its first Goal Achievement Plan and plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the County’s application as may be modified by the County 
at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may accept the application as submitted, but also make recommendations 
that the County implement alternative programs that it believes should be added to 
the new Goal Achievement Plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the County should add for its new Goal Achievement Plan to 
be successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the County 
time to revise its application.   

5. The Board may disapprove the County’s application and allow the County to revise 
and resubmit the application based on the Board’s specified reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the County’s application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

 
IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve the County’s second SB1066 
ADR request as submitted on the basis of its good faith efforts to-date to implement its 
first Goal Achievement Plan and its plans for future program implementation. 
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V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

A jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may petition for one or 
more time extensions or alternative diversion requirements to meeting the 50 percent 
diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; no extension or alternative 
diversion requirement may be effective beyond January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820 
and PRC Section 41785, respectively). The Board may initially grant an ADR to the 
2000 diversion requirement of 50 percent for up to three years if the following 
conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board fmds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the 

programs identified in its SRRE and has demonstrated progress toward meeting the 
ADR as described in its Annual Report, and the jurisdiction has been unable to meet 
the 50 percent diversion requirement despite implementing those measures; 

• The ADR represents the greatest diversion amount that the jurisdiction may 
reasonably and feasibly achieve; 

• If the jurisdiction has not previously requested a time extension, it has provided 
an explanation in its ADR request as to why it has not requested a time extension; 

• The jurisdiction submits a Goal Achievement Plan showing how it will meet the 
ADR within the timeframe requested; specifically, a description of the programs it 
will expand or start implementing, the means of funding, and dates of 
implementation. 

PRC Section 41785(g)(1) further provides that: 
"(1) When considering a request for an alternative source reduction, recycling, and 
composting requirement, the board may make specific recommendations for the 
implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an alternative requirement. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an alternative requirement, the board 
shall specify its reasons for disapproval." 

PRC Section 41785(g)(1) further provides that: 
"(1) When considering a request for an alternative source reduction, recycling, and 
composting requirement, the board may make specific recommendations for the 
implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an alternative requirement. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an alternative requirement, the board 
shall specify its reasons for disapproval." 

The County has submitted a second SB1066 ADR application requesting more time to 
implement additional programs and expand or fully implement programs in its first 
Goal Achievement Plan. 

The second SB1066 ADR application addresses all of the requirements of a SB 1066 
application, and includes a discussion as to why the jurisdiction needs additional time 
to implement the diversion programs listed in its second Goal Achievement Plan. 
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V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

A jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may petition for one or 
more time extensions or alternative diversion requirements to meeting the 50 percent 
diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; no extension or alternative 
diversion requirement may be effective beyond January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820 
and PRC Section 41785, respectively).  The Board may initially grant an ADR to the 
2000 diversion requirement of 50 percent for up to three years if the following 
conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the 

programs identified in its SRRE and has demonstrated progress toward meeting the 
ADR as described in its Annual Report, and the jurisdiction has been unable to meet 
the 50 percent diversion requirement despite implementing those measures; 

• The ADR represents the greatest diversion amount that the jurisdiction may 
reasonably and feasibly achieve; 

• If the jurisdiction has not previously requested a time extension, it has provided 
an explanation in its ADR request as to why it has not requested a time extension; 

• The jurisdiction submits a Goal Achievement Plan showing how it will meet the 
ADR within the timeframe requested; specifically, a description of the programs it 
will expand or start implementing, the means of funding, and dates of 
implementation. 

 
PRC Section 41785(g)(1) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an alternative source reduction, recycling, and 
composting requirement, the board may make specific recommendations for the 
implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an alternative requirement. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an alternative requirement, the board 
shall specify its reasons for disapproval.” 

PRC Section 41785(g)(1) further provides that: 
“(1) When considering a request for an alternative source reduction, recycling, and 
composting requirement, the board may make specific recommendations for the 
implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an alternative requirement. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an alternative requirement, the board 
shall specify its reasons for disapproval.” 

 
The County has submitted a second SB1066 ADR application requesting more time to 
implement additional programs and expand or fully implement programs in its first 
Goal Achievement Plan.   
 
The second SB1066 ADR application addresses all of the requirements of a SB 1066 
application, and includes a discussion as to why the jurisdiction needs additional time 
to implement the diversion programs listed in its second Goal Achievement Plan. 
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2. Basis for staffs analysis 
the information below. 

Existing 

Staff's analysis is based upon 

Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Diversion Rate Data (Percent) Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Report Year Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non -Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1990 31 27 34 34 39 5.43 17,550 63% 37% 

SB 1066 Data 
Program Review Site 
Visit by Board Staff 

Reporting 
Frequency 

Proposed % 
Diversion 
Increase 

Extension 
End Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? 

(yes/no) 
2004 Status Report 

Final Report 
4% 12/31/05 No 

County's geographic location: Mariposa County is located in Central 
western slope of the Sierra Nevada Mountains. Nearly half of the 
acres are publicly owned. The County is home to Yosemite National 
of the Sierra and Stanislaus National Forests. 

Staff Analysis of the County's Second SB 1066 Application: 

California on the 
County's 931,200 

Park and portions 

requirement 
time is necessary 

newly implement in the 
ADR application), 

newly proposed are 
period, and the 

plan that: 

composting programs 

programs; 
will be complete; 

listed; 
programs it will 
ADR. 

Board staff 
implementation, 

of the 

The 
has 

Attachment 1 provides an overview 
• The barriers faced by the 

within the first ADR, and 
for meeting the proposed 

• Staffs analysis of the reasonableness 
• Diversion programs the County 

second Goal Achievement 
and their relationship to programs 

• Staffs analysis of whether 
appropriate, given the barriers 
jurisdiction's waste stream. 

Goal Achievement Plan: 

of the following: 
County to meeting the 50% diversion 
its explanation as to why additional 
alternative diversion requirement; 

of the request; 
is proposing to expand or 

Plan (Section W-B of the SB1066 
proposed for the first ADR; 

the programs to be expanded or 
confronted in the first ADR 

request must include a Goal Achievement 
the ADR requested; 
source reduction, recycling, and 

or new programs it will implement; 
for new and/or expanded 

each program's implementation 
percent diversion for each program 

programs it will expand, or new 
the County's efforts to achieve the 

Plan meets the above requirements. 
of the County's current program 

visit. Based on Board staff's understanding including 

A jurisdiction's SB1066 ADR 
a. demonstrates meeting 
b. describes the existing 

the County will expand, 
c. identifies the funding source 
d. identifies the date when 
e. identifies the estimated 
f. identifies either existing 

implement, to support 

County's second Goal Achievement 
also conducted an assessment 

a program review site 
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2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   
     Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
   
  Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

 
Key Jurisdiction Conditions Diversion Rate Data (Percent) 

Report Year Waste Stream Data 
Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day  
(ppd) 

Population Non -Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1990 31 27 34 34 39      5.43  17,550 63% 37% 
  

SB 1066 Data 
Program Review Site 
Visit by Board Staff 

Reporting 
Frequency 

Proposed % 
Diversion 
Increase 

Extension 
End Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? 

(yes/no) 
2004 Status Report 

Final Report 
4% 12/31/05 No 

 
County’s geographic location:  Mariposa County is located in Central California on the 
western slope of the Sierra Nevada Mountains.  Nearly half of the County’s 931,200 
acres are publicly owned.  The County is home to Yosemite National Park and portions 
of the Sierra and Stanislaus National Forests. 

 
Staff Analysis of the County’s Second SB 1066 Application:  
Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 

• The barriers faced by the County to meeting the 50% diversion requirement 
within the first ADR, and its explanation as to why additional time is necessary 
for meeting the proposed alternative diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the County is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

second Goal Achievement Plan (Section IV-B of the SB1066 ADR application), 
and their relationship to programs proposed for the first ADR; 

• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 
appropriate, given the barriers confronted in the first ADR period, and the 
jurisdiction’s waste stream. 

 
Goal Achievement Plan: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 ADR request must include a Goal Achievement plan that: 

 a. demonstrates meeting the ADR requested; 
 b. describes the existing source reduction, recycling, and composting programs 

the County will expand, or new programs it will implement; 
     c.  identifies the funding source for new and/or expanded programs; 
     d.  identifies the date when each program’s implementation will be complete; 
     e.  identifies the estimated percent diversion for each program listed; 

f.  identifies either existing programs it will expand, or new programs it will 
implement, to support the County’s efforts to achieve the ADR. 

 
The County’s second Goal Achievement Plan meets the above requirements.  Board staff 
has also conducted an assessment of the County’s current program implementation, 
including a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the 
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relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to its need for a second ADR, 
Board staff believes the County's proposed new Goal Achievement Plan to be 
reasonable. The County's request and staff's analysis are explained in Attachment 1. 

In addition, PRC Section 41785(h) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
County that requests assistance in meeting the ADR, such as identifying model policies and 
programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar size, geography, and demographic 
mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved alternative diversion requirement is 
required to include a summary of its progress toward meeting the ADR, as well as an 
explanation of current circumstances that support the continuation of the alternative 
requirement, in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the Board-approved time 
period for the ADR [per PRC Section 41821(b)(6)]. The jurisdiction shall submit a status 
report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant a second alternative diversion 
requirement because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41785; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a second Goal Achievement Plan demonstrating 

how it will meet the alternative diversion requirement requested, including: the 
programs it will expand or start implementing, means of funding, dates of 
implementation, and estimated percent diversion for each program. 

A comprehensive list of the County's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 2. Because of the jurisdiction's efforts to-date 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the proposed alternative diversion 
requirement as outlined in its second Goal Achievement Plan, staff is recommending 
approval of the County's second SB1066 ADR application. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement new and expand existing diversion 
programs and to measure the impact these newly implemented and expanded 
programs have had on diversion will assist the jurisdiction to achieve the diversion 
requirements of PRC Section 41780. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
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relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to its need for a second ADR, 
Board staff believes the County’s proposed new Goal Achievement Plan to be 
reasonable.  The County’s request and staff’s analysis are explained in Attachment 1. 
 
In addition, PRC Section 41785(h) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
County that requests assistance in meeting the ADR, such as identifying model policies and 
programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar size, geography, and demographic 
mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved alternative diversion requirement is 
required to include a summary of its progress toward meeting the ADR, as well as an 
explanation of current circumstances that support the continuation of the alternative 
requirement, in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the Board-approved time 
period for the ADR [per PRC Section 41821(b)(6)]. The jurisdiction shall submit a status 
report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report.  
 
3.  Findings

Staff has determined that the Board may grant a second alternative diversion 
requirement because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41785; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a second Goal Achievement Plan demonstrating 

how it will meet the alternative diversion requirement requested, including: the 
programs it will expand or start implementing, means of funding, dates of 
implementation, and estimated percent diversion for each program. 

 
A comprehensive list of the County’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 2.  Because of the jurisdiction’s efforts to-date 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the proposed alternative diversion 
requirement as outlined in its second Goal Achievement Plan, staff is recommending 
approval of the County’s second SB1066 ADR application.   

 
B. Environmental Issues 

Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide.   
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement new and expand existing diversion 
programs and to measure the impact these newly implemented and expanded 
programs have had on diversion will assist the jurisdiction to achieve the diversion 
requirements of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
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41785 that allows jurisdictions to petition for a temporary alternative diversion 
requirement, thus giving them more time to implement additional diversion programs 
to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the Board the discretion 
to grant that alternative diversion rate. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting 
 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for County of Mariposa 
 % 
White 

% 
Hispanic 

% 
Black 

%Native 
American 

% Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

84.9 7.8 0.6 3.1 0.7 0.1 0.1 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for County of Mariposa 
Median annual income* Mean (average) 

income* 
% individuals below 
poverty level 

34,626 44,764 14.8 
* Per household 
 
• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representatives, there 

are no environmental justice issues related to this item in this community 
• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The jurisdiction has formed a 

collaborative community outreach group to reach all sectors of the County’s residents 
and businesses with updated information regarding the planned changes in waste 
management.  Outreach is conducted using local newspapers, radio stations and 
community events.  The National Park Service outreach materials are developed in 
multiple languages to effectively address their international visitors. 

• Project Benefits.  The expansion of the existing programs, and implementation of the 
additional programs and facilities listed in this item will help to increase the 
jurisdiction’s diversion rates.  The new mixed waste composting facility will be the 
first of it’s kind in California, bringing new technology to the industry which will 
benefit the region and the state. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the jurisdiction’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  
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VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. SB1066 ADR Matrix for the Unincorporated Area of Mariposa County 
2. County of Mariposa's Second 1066 ADR Application 
3. Program Listing for Unincorporated Area of Mariposa County 
4. Resolution Number 2005-141 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Natalie Lee Phone: (916) 341-6260 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Mariposa County 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  

A. Support 
Mariposa County 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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County of Mariposa Second Alternative Diversion Requirement Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Alternative Staff's Analysis 
Diversion Requirement 

Barriers in commercial, residential and recreational Overall Waste System Improvements: 
programs: 

Barriers remain the same as those in the first alternative • Mariposa County has expended substantial time and 
diversion requirement (ADR) request. The plan of resources in developing a long term solution for 
correction deals with the waste system as a whole as their unique circumstances. During the course of 
well as individual programs complementing the overall this project development the County has 
strategy being implemented. coordinated efforts with multiple federal and state 

agencies and identified valuable resources and 
• Mariposa is a small rural county with a highly sources of financial support. 

dispersed population, geographic and climatic • In the last three years staff has seen significant and 
conditions which impact county services and limited consistent progress by the County on the 
budgets. The County is home to Yosemite National construction and plans for operation of the Solid 
Park which attracts millions of visitors each year Waste Composting facility. 
creating a burden on local resources and significant • The County has also done a superior job updating 
seasonal fluctuations in the waste stream. Board staff on all aspects of the planned facility as 

• Mariposa County has been working since 1993 on a well as the current waste management system and 
long term solution for the unique circumstances the County's plans to develop a foundation of 
created by the impact of a major attraction on a very programs and public awareness to support the 
rural county. A multi-million dollar solid waste successful operation of the facility after completion 
composting facility is currently under construction of the construction. 
after more than a decade of research, negotiations, 
and fmancing development. 

• Board staff agrees with the County's choice of 
complementary support programs to develop prior 

• There are limited opportunities for diversion in the to completion of the facility. 
County. There are no large businesses except for 
those operated within Yosemite National Park by 
the Park Service and their contractors, which are out 
of county control. There are a few grocery and drug 
stores and service businesses dispersed throughout 
the County. Lodging and restaurants are the main 
enterprises with significant seasonal fluctuations in 
activity. 

• Furthermore, the County has aggressively 
responded to problems identified in the current 
operations of the landfill by taking over the 
management of the landfill. These actions have 
impacted staff resources, but will have an overall 
beneficial effect on the current operations and the 
transition through construction and into operating 
the new facility. 

Reasons for Second Alternative Diversion 
Requirement: 

• Under the first alternative diversion rate application, 
County staff outlined a plan to reach an interim goal 
which was achieved. It was understood at that time 
of Board Approval of this first plan, that the major 
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County of Mariposa Second Alternative Diversion Requirement Application Matrix 
 
Barriers/Reason for Second Alternative 
Diversion Requirement 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in commercial, residential and recreational 
programs: 
 
Barriers remain the same as those in the first alternative 
diversion requirement (ADR) request.  The plan of 
correction deals with the waste system as a whole as 
well as individual programs complementing the overall 
strategy being implemented. 
 
• Mariposa is a small rural county with a highly 

dispersed population, geographic and climatic 
conditions which impact county services and limited 
budgets.  The County is home to Yosemite National 
Park which attracts millions of visitors each year 
creating a burden on local resources and significant 
seasonal fluctuations in the waste stream. 

• Mariposa County has been working since 1993 on a 
long term solution for the unique circumstances 
created by the impact of a major attraction on a very 
rural county.  A multi-million dollar solid waste 
composting facility is currently under construction 
after more than a decade of research, negotiations, 
and financing development. 

• There are limited opportunities for diversion in the 
County.  There are no large businesses except for 
those operated within Yosemite National Park by 
the Park Service and their contractors, which are out 
of county control.  There are a few grocery and drug 
stores and service businesses dispersed throughout 
the County.  Lodging and restaurants are the main 
enterprises with significant seasonal fluctuations in 
activity. 

• Furthermore, the County has aggressively 
responded to problems identified in the current 
operations of the landfill by taking over the 
management of the landfill.  These actions have 
impacted staff resources, but will have an overall 
beneficial effect on the current operations and the 
transition through construction and into operating 
the new facility. 

 
 
Reasons for Second Alternative Diversion 
Requirement:  
 
• Under the first alternative diversion rate application, 

County staff outlined a plan to reach an interim goal 
which was achieved.  It was understood at that time 
of Board Approval of this first plan, that the major 

Overall Waste System Improvements: 
 
 
• Mariposa County has expended substantial time and 

resources in developing a long term solution for 
their unique circumstances.  During the course of 
this project development the County has 
coordinated efforts with multiple federal and state 
agencies and identified valuable resources and 
sources of financial support.   

• In the last three years staff has seen significant and 
consistent progress by the County on the 
construction and plans for operation of the Solid 
Waste Composting facility.   

• The County has also done a superior job updating 
Board staff on all aspects of the planned facility as 
well as the current waste management system and 
the County’s plans to develop a foundation of 
programs and public awareness to support the 
successful operation of the facility after completion 
of the construction. 

• Board staff agrees with the County’s choice of 
complementary support programs to develop prior 
to completion of the facility. 
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impact to diversion for this County would take 
longer than was allowed under the initial SB1066 
approval process. The County has implemented the 
original Goal Achievement Plan and increased 
diversion and is now moving forward as expected 
with the construction of a solid waste composting 
facility which will allow them ultimately to exceed 
the 50% diversion goal. Due to contractual issues 
there were delays in the timeline for completion of 
this facility, but Board staff is confident that the 
County has now put all contractual and financial 
requirements into place to provide for completion of 
the facility in the next 12 months. The County 
expects to begin operations on a limited scale in late 
2005 and will be achieving measurable diversion 
increases in 2006. 

• The County needs the additional time to complete 
construction of a mixed waste composting facility 
and transition to the new operator and operations 
standards 

Barriers in Inerts Recycling program: Inerts Recycling: 

• Growth rates are not significant as in other Counties 
and sources of material are widely dispersed. 

• Staff agrees that the County has a reasonable plan to 
address the barriers associated with the inerts 

• There is limited processing capability at the existing 
site and historically there has been no demand for 
processed material except facility maintenance. 

recycling program for inert materials entering the 
landfill and those created by government actions 
within the County. 

• There are no single large identifiable sources for 
C&D materials. 

• The amount of inert material generated and destined 
for disposal is relatively small, requiring careful 

• There are no C&D recycling facilities in the County 
and it is not economically feasible to transport these 
heavy materials from this remote area. 

attention to costs to create a sustainable program. 
Therefore, expansion in this program area can be 
focused in the short term on better reuse of 

• Lack of coordination among county departments has 
limited regrinding of asphalt and material reuse by 

materials during construction of the mixed waste 
composting facility. 

County departments • Within Yosemite National Park, the Park Service 
and the concessionaire continue to be very 

Reasons for Second ADR• innovative in diverting inert materials. A recent 
project which diverted thousands of tons of slate 

• The County plans a complete landfill system review 
as the costs of operation for the new facility are 
defined, including review of fees. During the fee 
review adjustments are planned for inert material 
types to provide incentives for segregation and off- 

from the replacement of the roof at the Ahwahnee 
Hotel into artwork is a notable example. The 
County has a good working relationship with the 
park service and the concessionaire, and anticipates 
continuing collaborative efforts in the future. 

site recycling. • Coordination among county departments will be 
• The County will pursue an ordinance addressing 

C&D materials when actual operations and costs of 
landfill facility management are more defined. 

further improved to encourage regrinding asphalt 
and material reuse by County departments. The 
public works department is currently seeking better 

• The County also needs more time to allow better 
communication and coordination among County 
departments. 

funding which will provide for expansion in this 
program. 
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impact to diversion for this County would take 
longer than was allowed under the initial SB1066 
approval process.  The County has implemented the 
original Goal Achievement Plan and increased 
diversion and is now moving forward as expected 
with the construction of a solid waste composting 
facility which will allow them ultimately to exceed 
the 50% diversion goal.  Due to contractual issues 
there were delays in the timeline for completion of 
this facility, but Board staff is confident that the 
County has now put all contractual and financial 
requirements into place to provide for completion of 
the facility in the next 12 months.  The County 
expects to begin operations on a limited scale in late 
2005 and will be achieving measurable diversion 
increases in 2006.  

 
• The County needs the additional time to complete 

construction of a mixed waste composting facility 
and transition to the new operator and operations 
standards   

 
Barriers in Inerts Recycling program: 
 
• Growth rates are not significant as in other Counties 

and sources of material are widely dispersed. 
• There is limited processing capability at the existing 

site and historically there has been no demand for 
processed material except facility maintenance. 

• There are no single large identifiable sources for 
C&D materials.  

• There are no C&D recycling facilities in the County 
and it is not economically feasible to transport these 
heavy materials from this remote area.  

• Lack of coordination among county departments has 
limited regrinding of asphalt and material reuse by 
County departments 

 
Reasons for Second ADR:  
  
• The County plans a complete landfill system review 

as the costs of operation for the new facility are 
defined, including review of fees.  During the fee 
review adjustments are planned for inert material 
types to provide incentives for segregation and off-
site recycling.  

• The County will pursue an ordinance addressing 
C&D materials when actual operations and costs of 
landfill facility management are more defined. 

• The County also needs more time to allow better 
communication and coordination among County 
departments.  

 
 
 

Inerts Recycling: 
 
• Staff agrees that the County has a reasonable plan to 

address the barriers associated with the inerts 
recycling program for inert materials entering the 
landfill and those created by government actions 
within the County.  

• The amount of inert material generated and destined 
for disposal is relatively small, requiring careful 
attention to costs to create a sustainable program.  
Therefore, expansion in this program area can be 
focused in the short term on better reuse of 
materials during construction of the mixed waste 
composting facility.   

• Within Yosemite National Park, the Park Service 
and the concessionaire continue to be very 
innovative in diverting inert materials.  A recent 
project which diverted thousands of tons of slate 
from the replacement of the roof at the Ahwahnee 
Hotel into artwork is a notable example. The 
County has a good working relationship with the 
park service and the concessionaire, and anticipates 
continuing collaborative efforts in the future. 

• Coordination among county departments will be 
further improved to encourage regrinding asphalt 
and material reuse by County departments.  The 
public works department is currently seeking better 
funding which will provide for expansion in this 
program. 
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Barriers in residential drop off program: Residential Drop-off Program: 
• Lack of participation by residents and visitors to • Staff agrees that the County is adequately 

Yosemite National Park addressing the barriers associated with this program. 
• Lack of convenient containers in recreational areas • Staff agrees with the County's plans to improve 

and at county facilities. drop-off opportunities at County facilities and 
recreational venues and provide additional public 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: outreach to increase participation. 
• The County needs additional time to implement this • This program supports the overall operation of the 

program through the purchase and placement of planned facility and increases recovery of valuable 
new containers. recyclables before and after the facility is 

• The County also needs additional time to coordinate 
efforts with the federal and state owners and 
operators of public facilities. 

completed. 

• The County also needs additional time to coordinate 
outreach efforts with the availability of new 
facilities 

• Additional time is needed to monitor the 
effectiveness of changes in the waste management 
system and the effect of those changes on resident's 
behavior. 
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Barriers in residential drop off program: 
• Lack of participation by residents and visitors to 

Yosemite National Park 
• Lack of convenient containers in recreational areas 

and at county facilities. 
 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The County needs additional time to implement this 

program through the purchase and placement of 
new containers. 

• The County also needs additional time to coordinate 
efforts with the federal and state owners and 
operators of public facilities. 

• The County also needs additional time to coordinate 
outreach efforts with the availability of new 
facilities 

•  Additional time is needed to monitor the 
effectiveness of changes in the waste management 
system and the effect of those changes on resident’s 
behavior. 

 

Residential Drop-off Program: 
• Staff agrees that the County is adequately 

addressing the barriers associated with this program. 
• Staff agrees with the County’s plans to improve 

drop-off opportunities at County facilities and 
recreational venues and provide additional public 
outreach to increase participation. 

• This program supports the overall operation of the 
planned facility and increases recovery of valuable 
recyclables before and after the facility is 
completed.  
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Goal Achievement Plan Staft's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2010 - Residential Drop-Off 
Continued improvements at county waste facilities 
and within Yosemite National Park to provide 
additional collection containers and encourage 
participation. 

Expansion of these residential recycling 
opportunities will enable county 
residents to increase their participation in 
diverting a host of varied recyclables. 

Also, this program is important because 
these recyclables including bottles, cans, 
wood, cardboard, paper and other 
materials will need to be removed from 
the mixed waste stream prior to 
composting in the new facility. All 
efforts to separate these materials will 
complement the efficient operation of the 
new facility as well as increase diversion 
and provide for public participation in 
the waste system. 

1% 

4060 - Inerts Diversion 
(Construction and Demolition) 
The County will increase the diversion of concrete, 
asphalt and rubble at the landfill, as well as 
encouraging the reuse of grindings by County 
departments. 

Removing inerts from the waste stream 
will provide significant diversion and is 
critical to the success of the new facility. 
These materials will need to be removed 
from the waste stream to promote the 
efficient operation of the new 
composting operation. Furthermore, the 
County has made every effort to address 
waste streams of special importance to 
promote consistency with neighboring 
communities in which these waste 
streams are more significant. In 2005, 
the County will be reusing materials as 
much as possible during the building of 
the new composting facility and 
promoting regrinding and material reuse 
by other County agencies. 

The County's plans for an overall inerts 
program including fee incentives and 
ordinances, will be pursued when the 
facility is open and costs and alternatives 
for processing can be clearly defined. 

With the intensity of the development of 
the compost facility, and the assumption 
by the county in the operation of the 
landfill, staff feels the incremental 
approach is prudent. 

3% 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 22 
June 14-15, 2005  Attachment 1 

 
Goal Achievement Plan Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

2010  - Residential Drop-Off 
Continued improvements at county waste facilities 
and within Yosemite National Park to provide 
additional collection containers and encourage 
participation. 

Expansion of these residential recycling 
opportunities will enable county 
residents to increase their participation in 
diverting a host of varied recyclables. 
 
Also, this program is important because 
these recyclables including bottles, cans, 
wood, cardboard, paper and other 
materials will need to be removed from 
the mixed waste stream prior to 
composting in the new facility.  All 
efforts to separate these materials will 
complement the efficient operation of the 
new facility as well as increase diversion 
and provide for public participation in 
the waste system. 

1% 

4060 - Inerts Diversion  
(Construction and Demolition) 
The County will increase the diversion of concrete, 
asphalt and rubble at the landfill, as well as 
encouraging the reuse of grindings by  County 
departments. 

Removing inerts from the waste stream  
will provide significant diversion and is 
critical to the success of the new facility.  
These materials will need to be removed 
from the waste stream to promote the 
efficient operation of the new 
composting operation.  Furthermore, the 
County has made every effort to address 
waste streams of special importance to 
promote consistency with neighboring 
communities in which these waste 
streams are more significant.  In 2005, 
the County will be reusing materials as 
much as possible during the building of 
the new composting facility and 
promoting regrinding and material reuse 
by other County agencies. 
  
The County’s plans for an overall inerts 
program including fee incentives and 
ordinances, will be pursued when the 
facility is open and costs and alternatives 
for processing can be clearly defined. 
 
With the intensity of the development of 
the compost facility, and the assumption 
by the county in the operation of the 
landfill, staff feels the incremental 
approach is prudent. 

3% 
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7030 — Compost Facility 
The Solid Waste Composting Facility currently under 
construction will be the first of it's kind in California 
and represents a unique long term solution for the 
County and residents of Mariposa as well as the 
millions of visitors attracted to Yosemite National 

Mariposa County has the potential to 
significantly increase their diversion 
rates if the planned facility operates as 
expected. This state of the art solid 
waste composting facility will address 
the unique challenges faced by the 
County and provide a long term solution 
for diversion of solid waste. 

This facility is scheduled to begin 
operation at the end of 2005 and should 
show initial diversion during this year. 
However, the diversion will be 
negligible, with the full thrust at the 
beginning of 2006. 

0% in 2005 

Park each year. 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 4 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 39% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 43% 
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7030 – Compost Facility 
The Solid Waste Composting Facility currently under 
construction will be the first of it’s kind in California 
and represents a unique long term solution for the 
County and residents of Mariposa as well as the 
millions of visitors attracted to Yosemite National 
Park each year. 
 

Mariposa County has the potential to 
significantly increase their diversion 
rates if the planned facility operates as 
expected.  This state of the art solid 
waste composting facility will address 
the unique challenges faced by the 
County and provide a long term solution 
for diversion of solid waste.  
 
This facility is scheduled to begin 
operation at the end of 2005 and should 
show initial diversion during this year.  
However, the diversion will be 
negligible, with the full thrust at the 
beginning of 2006. 

0%  in 2005 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 4 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 39% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  43% 
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Support Programs 

5020 — Outreach/Technical Assistance Education and outreach is critical to the success of the 
County's programs. The County has the challenge of 

The County will continue multiple education reaching a diverse public. First the residents of the County 
strategies including education classes for the public who tend to be very involved in their communities but also 
and schools on composting, waste separation, 
vermicomposting, HHW, recycling, landfills, school 
recycling programs. The County also participates in 
public speaking events to civic organizations, 
schools, and businesses and conducts landfill and 

very comfortable with the current and traditional ways 
services have been provided. 

The second audience is an international community of 
tourists and visitors who bring with them not only language 

recycling center tours with the local schools. The and cultural differences, but the personal differences in how 
County plans to publicize the progress of the mixed they participate in diversion in their own communities. 
waste processing facility to the general public and Fortunately, the County has partnered very successfully 
prospective users of the facility. with the National Park Service who acts as the primary 

source of information for this audience. 

Staff believe that the County has developed a network of 
relationships to support the education of the residents, 
business community and tourists in the County. Working 
with many partners the County will continue to keep all 
parties aware of the progress of the new facility and 
changes to the waste management system in the County. 

6010 — Economic Incentives. 
The County participated in the ZERO waste strategies The County continues to encourage business development 
grant program in 2004 for study on establishing a which can support the environmental concerns of the area. 
RMDZ for Mariposa. The County is currently operating the landfill after years of 

contracting this job to a private entity. During this 
7010 — Landfill important transitional period before the new facility is 
The County plans to upgrade the operations of the operational, County staff are making improvements in 
landfill and collection system to provide more every area including recordkeeping, training, and daily 
efficient service and facilitate additional opportunities operations. They are further identifying areas for program 
for diversion. growth which can occur after the facility is operating. 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 22 
June 14-15, 2005  Attachment 1 

 
Support Programs  

5020 – Outreach/Technical Assistance  
 
The County will continue multiple education 
strategies including education classes for the public 
and schools on composting, waste separation, 
vermicomposting, HHW, recycling, landfills, school 
recycling programs.  The County also participates in 
public speaking events to civic organizations, 
schools, and businesses and conducts landfill and 
recycling center tours with the local schools.  The 
County plans to publicize the progress of the mixed 
waste processing facility to the general public and 
prospective users of the facility.  
 
  
 

Education and outreach is critical to the success of the 
County’s programs. The County has the challenge of 
reaching a diverse public. First the residents of the County 
who tend to be very involved in their communities but also 
very comfortable with the current and traditional ways 
services have been provided.   
 
The second audience is an international community of 
tourists and visitors who bring with them not only language 
and cultural differences, but the personal differences in how 
they participate in diversion in their own communities.  
Fortunately, the County has partnered very successfully 
with the National Park Service who acts as the primary 
source of information for this audience. 
 
Staff believe that the County has developed a network of 
relationships to support the education of the residents, 
business community and tourists in the County.  Working 
with many partners the County will continue to keep all 
parties aware of the progress of the new facility and 
changes to the waste management system in the County.   

6010 – Economic Incentives. 
The County participated in the ZERO waste strategies 
grant program in 2004 for study on establishing a 
RMDZ for Mariposa. 
 
7010 – Landfill 
The County plans to upgrade the operations of the 
landfill and collection system to provide more 
efficient service and facilitate additional opportunities 
for diversion. 
 

 
The County continues to encourage business development 
which can support the environmental concerns of the area.  
The County is currently operating the landfill after years of 
contracting this job to a private entity.  During this 
important transitional period before the new facility is 
operational, County staff are making improvements in 
every area including recordkeeping, training, and daily 
operations.  They are further identifying areas for program 
growth which can occur after the facility is operating.  
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete 
return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 

i
_c 

PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 i 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections :, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

and 
any 

72  rrl) 

MAR 

- 
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additional 
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Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

County of Mariposa (Unincorporated Area) 

County 

Mariposa County 

• 
Authorized Signature Title 

Solid Waste and Recycling Manager  

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

Steve Engfer 

Date 

3/16/05 

Phone 

(209) 966-5356 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Jim Greco and also Steve Engfer (Mariposa County) 

Title 

Owner/Principal 
California Waste Associates 

Phone 

(916)933-2327 

E-mail Address 

jgwaste@aol.com  

Fax 

(916)933-3157 

Mailing Address 

P. 0. Box 5177 

City % 

El Dorado Hills 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

95762 
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Section II—Cover Sheet Attachment 2 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

❑ Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _ 

Is this a second request? Ill No ❑ Yes Specific years requested. _ 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

41 

A Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No I Yes Specific ADR requested 43 %, for the 
years ending 12/31/05 _2005 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort" The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and 
how they will be overcome. 

N/A 

selected 
briefly indicate 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

N/A 

circumstances in 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

N/A 

4. Provide any additiqnal relevant information that supports the request. 

N/A 
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Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort" The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 1118-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

The County is constructing a new mixed waste composting facility, previously discussed with CIWMB staff. The 
facility is expected to be constructed by the end of 2005 and is planned to begin to receive and process solid waste 
in early 2006. The appropriate permit documents and application for a Solid Waste Facility Permit is being 
prepared now. This program was identified in the 1st SB 1066 request but the time period covered in that request 
did not allow sufficient time for the program to be implemented. The County requests an additional year to complete 
this important diversion program. The County anticipates that its 2006 diversion rate will exceed the 50% goal. 
Why a time extension? The SRRE-selected programs were based upon what the County felt were achievable for 
the County's residents, commercial enterprises, and visitors, taking into account the presence of Yosemite National 
Park (YNP) within the County's boundaries. Mariposa County is a rural jurisdiction with low population densities. 
The County also experiences notable fluctuations in quarterly waste generation due to seasonal impacts, 
particularly when during the late spring, summer, and early fall when the population swells significantly due to 
tourists and YNP visitors. The County has been researching, evaluating, defining, negotiating, and securing funding 
for the construction of a mixed waste processing facility since 1993. Design work and environmental review have 
been completed. Construction has commenced. The target date for operational start-up is early 2006. SRRE 
Selected Programs. The selected programs in the SRRE initially anticipated achieving diversion through source 
reduction (9%), recycling (42%), and composting (2%). The bulk of recycling program effectiveness was expected 
to come from programs existing in 1990, expansion of drop-off locations, and mixed waste processing at the only 
landfill in the County. It was noted in the 1st SB 1066 request for an alternative diversion rate and also in the SRRE 
and the Summary Plan that a mixed waste processing and composting system should be considered, if needed, to 
achieve goals and objectives. Barriers. The facility initially included technology not currently operating in the 
US. Also, the technology first selected was developed by a German company with limited bonding capability. The 
fihal procurement of the technology created time delays which prompted the County to re-evaluate its plans. 
Barriers also included: (1) language and cultural obstacles; (2) currency exchange issues; and (3) during the course 
of developing the project, the German company's agent was no longer authorized to represent the company, 
thereby creating a delay in the project development schedule during 2001. Since then, the County, in 2004, 
selected and finalized agreements with another project team, including contractor and technology, to build the 
facility and provide the necessary component technology and performance and construction bonds. The County 
lost time due to the aforementioned issues impacting the proposed schedule for completion. However, significant 
progress has occurred during the past year with construction underway. If the current schedule is followed, the 
County feels it can achieve a diversion rate in excess of 50% in 2006. The identified "Goal Achievement Plan" and 
adherence to the timeline of anticipated milestone events provides the County with the approach to overcome the 
cited barriers and complete implementation of this project by 12/31/05. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

As communicated to CIWMB staff during the preparation of its 1st SB 1066 request for an ADR, the mixed waste 
processing facility required time to permit and construct. The additional one year requested in the 2nd SB 1066 
ADR request should provide the additional time to complete these plans and commence operation of the 
cornerstone of the County's diversion programs. 
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3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

The County has summarized its program implementation activities in its annual reports and through periodic 
meetings and phone conversations with CIWMB staff. Additionally, the County has striven to implement programs 
thought to be the most reasonable for the waste generators in the County. The estimated residential portion of the 
County's waste stream is 37%. The remaining 63% is split between non-residential sectors: commercial (31%) and 
recreational (32%). Recreational waste is the Yosemite National Park waste stream. Only 12% of County residents 
subscribe to waste collection service. The remaining 88% self-manage their waste. The County has sought to 
educate and encourage County residents and businesses to participate in diversion programs and household 
hazardous waste (HHW) programs. 
4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 

The County fulfilled its "goal achievement plan" in the 1st SB 1066 request. The ADR enabled the County 
to meet an interim goal of 33% during the first SB 1066 period. 
Although the County is a rural jurisdiction and thus is provided with the opportunity to petition the CIWMB 
for a permanent rural reduced diversion goal, its County Board of Supervisors decided not to consider this 
course of action because it wants to emphasize a realizable high goal diversion program in order to meet 
AB 939 Goals of 50% diversion and to preserve the remaining capacity of its only landfill. This landfill has 
limited expansion capabilities and, if closed, would result in a long haul to another disposal site out-of-
county. 
The County works closely with the National Park Service to implement recycling programs in Yosemite 
National Park (YNP). The YNP concessionaire, Delaware North Concessionaire (DNC) operates nine 
facilities in YNP, which includes hotels, retail outlets, guest recreation, warehousing, maintenance, 
warehousing transportation, and food and beverage services. DNC recycles and diverts more than 40% of 
the solid waste generated. DNC has been a WRAP winner every year since 1994for its waste diversion, 
educational, and green purchasing practices. The NPS desires to ensure long thrm disposal capacity for 
YNP at reasonable cost. The NPS is aware that the Mariposa County Landfill has limited capacity which 
must preserved by significant volume reduction of the current annual waste disposal load. If the landfill 
were to close, the NPS would have to secure available disposal capacity out-of-county, which could be 
more costly than its current options. 
Additionally, the County continues to work with CIWMB staff to enhance diversion program implementation 
and has expanded the educational programs regarding waste reduction and recycling in the County. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

N/A N/A 

N/A 
N/A N/A N/A 

f 

r 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
. 

NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

. . 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % 37% Non-residential % 63% 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
CentraUPARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Residential dropoff 
(2010) 

Expand 

Continued increased attention by the County at the LF 
and transfer stations for recyclables container 
placement and increased opportunities in Yosemite 
National Park to increase collection of CRV 
containers, paper, and wood. 

DOC Grants, 
PWD budget 

12/31/05 1% 

Inerts Diversion (4060) Expand 

Increase diversion of broken concrete, asphalt, and 
rock at the Mariposa County LF in addition to road 
work reconstruction (regrindings reuse) in the County. 

PWD Budget 12/31/05 3% 

Compost facility (7030) New 

Construction, permitting, and operation of a mixed 
waste processing facility, including an in-vessel 
composting component for diversion of organics 

USDA, NPS, 
Gate Feet 

12/31/05 0% during 
2005 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
4% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 
39% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 
43% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

5020 Outreach- 
Educational/Technical Assistance 

Expand 
The County continues to use the services of an educational 
specialist, Ms. Belinda Humphreys. These services commenced in 
early 2001 and include, but are not limited to conducting public 
education classes on composting, including waste separation, 
vermicomposting, HHW, recycling methodologies, landfill 
education, school recycling programs and public speaking events 
to civic organizations, schools, and businesses. Ms. Humphrey's 
activities are complemented by Mr. Steve Engfer, Solid Waste 
Manager, who also attends and facilitates public events The 
County is currently participating in the UES grant program and has 
conducted 4 landfill and recycling center tours with the local 
schools. 

12/31/05, continuing 
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5020 Outreach- 
Educational/Technical Assistance 

Expand 

The County plans to publicize the progress of the mixed waste 
processing facility to the general public and prospective users of 
the facility. The County participated int eh ZERO waste strategies 
grant program in 2004 for study on establishing a RMDZ for 
Mariposa. 

- 

12/31/05, continuing 

5020 Outreach- 
Educational/Technical Assistance 

New 

The County plans to upgrade the operations of the landfill and 
collection system to provide more efficient service and facilitate 
additional opportunities for diversion 

12/31/05, continuing 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mariposa-Unincorporated April 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Mariposa-Unincorporated April 28,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mariposa-Unincorporated April 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

3010-CM-RSG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3060-CM-GOV N N 1997 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Government Composting Programs 

3070-CM-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Other Composting 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Mariposa-Unincorporated April 28,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 3010-CM-RSG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3060-CM-GOV N N 1997 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Government Composting Programs 

 3070-CM-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Other Composting 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mariposa-Unincorporated April 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4070-SP-DSD N N 1997 PF PF Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Disaster Debris 

4090-SP-RND N N 1997 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Rendering 

4100-SP-OTH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Other Special Waste 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1993 D 6 DE 6 DE 6 DE 6 DE 6 SI SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN N Y NA NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Economic Incentives 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4070-SP-DSD N N 1997 PF PF AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Disaster Debris 

 4090-SP-RND N N 1997 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Rendering 

 4100-SP-OTH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Other Special Waste 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1993 D 6 DE 6 DE 6 DE 6 DE 6 SI SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y NA NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Economic Incentives 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mariposa-Unincorporated April 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

7000-FR-MRF N Y NA PF 1 PF 1 PF 1 PF 1 PF 1 PF NI 4, 7, 8 NI 4, 7, 8 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN N N 1995 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Landfill 

7030-FR-CMF N Y NA PF 1 PF 1 PF 1 PF 1 PF 1 PF PF PF 
Composting Facility 

8030-TR-OTH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO D 6, 99 SI 
Other Transformation 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO D 7 51 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 7000-FR-MRF N Y NA PF 1 PF 1 PF 1 PF 1 PF 1 PF NI 4, 7, 8 NI 4, 7, 8 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN N N 1995 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Landfill 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y NA PF 1 PF 1 PF 1 PF 1 PF 1 PF PF PF 
 Composting Facility 

 8030-TR-OTH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO D  6, 99 SI 
 Other Transformation 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO D  7 SI 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-141 

Consideration Of The Second SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement Application By The 
Unincorporated Area Of Mariposa County 

WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 
41785 for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or 
Alternative Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board approved the Unincorporated Area of Mariposa County's (County's) 
first SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement Application on January 14-15, 2003; and 

WHEREAS, the County has subsequently found that it needs additional time to expand those 
programs as described in its second SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement request; and 

WHEREAS, based on the staff review of the County's progress to-date in implementing the 
programs described in its first Goal Achievement Plan, Board staff found that the County has 
made a good faith effort to implement those programs, but needs additional time to expand the 
programs as described in its second Goal Achievement Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the County has submitted the necessary information and documentation required in 
a completed SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement application; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the County of Mariposa's 
second SB 1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement application for a second extension through 
December 31, 2005, to implement its SRRE and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs the jurisdiction to report on 
its progress in implementing the Goal Achievement Plan by submitting a status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in conjunction with the annual report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 

Page (2005-141) 

 

Page (2005-141)  

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 22 
June 14-15, 2005  Attachment 4  

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-141 

Consideration Of The Second SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement Application By The 
Unincorporated Area Of Mariposa County 
 
WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 
41785 for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or 
Alternative Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board approved the Unincorporated Area of Mariposa County’s (County’s) 
first SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement Application on January 14-15, 2003; and 
 
WHEREAS, the County has subsequently found that it needs additional time to expand those 
programs as described in its second SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement request; and 
 
WHEREAS, based on the staff review of the County’s progress to-date in implementing the 
programs described in its first Goal Achievement Plan, Board staff found that the County has 
made a good faith effort to implement those programs, but needs additional time to expand the 
programs as described in its second Goal Achievement Plan; and 
 
WHEREAS, the County has submitted the necessary information and documentation required in 
a completed SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement application; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the County of Mariposa’s 
second SB 1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement application for a second extension through 
December 31, 2005, to implement its SRRE and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs the jurisdiction to report on 
its progress in implementing the Goal Achievement Plan by submitting a status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in conjunction with the annual report. 

 
CERTIFICATION 

 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 23 (Revised) 
ITEM 
Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2002 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element For The Unincorporated San Diego County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The Unincorporated San Diego County (County) has requested to change its base year to 
2002. The County has requested a 51 percent diversion rate for the 2002 new base year. 
With the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) staff-recommended 

base the County Gityls diversion be 50 for 2002. With the new year, rate would percent 
biomass credit, the 2002 diversion rate would be 54 percent. A complete listing of the 
County City's implemented programs is provided in Attachment 1 of this agenda item. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved an SB1066 Time Extension at the September 17, 2002 Board meeting. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may: 
1. Approve the County's base-year change as originally submitted. 
2. Approve the County-Cityls base-year change with staff's and/or Board-suggested 

modifications. 
3. Disapprove the County's base year change. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff has determined that the method used to establish the new base year with the 
recommended modifications has been adequately documented, and is generally consistent with 
previous Board standards for accuracy. Board staff therefore recommends the Board adopt 
Option 2, which would approve the revised base-year change with staff recommendations. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

1. Background 
Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41031 (cities) and 41331 (counties) require 
information submitted by jurisdictions on the quantities of solid waste generated, 
diverted, and disposed of, to include data that are as accurate as possible. At its 
March 1997 meeting, the Board approved methods for jurisdictions to use for 
improving the accuracy of their base-year generation data. One of the approved 
methods allows a jurisdiction to establish a more current base year. 

2. Basis for staff's analysis 
Staffs analysis is based upon the information below. 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2002 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element For The Unincorporated San Diego County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The Unincorporated San Diego County (County) has requested to change its base year to 
2002.  The County has requested a 51 percent diversion rate for the 2002 new base year.  
With the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) staff-recommended 
new base year, the County City’s diversion rate would be 50 percent for 2002.   With the 
biomass credit, the 2002 diversion rate would be 54 percent.   A complete listing of the 
County City’s implemented programs is provided in Attachment 1 of this agenda item.  
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved an SB1066 Time Extension at the September 17, 2002 Board meeting. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may: 
1.  Approve the County's base-year change as originally submitted. 
2.  Approve the County City’s base-year change with staff’s and/or Board-suggested 

modifications. 
3.  Disapprove the County's base year change. 
 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff has determined that the method used to establish the new base year with the 
recommended modifications has been adequately documented, and is generally consistent with 
previous Board standards for accuracy.  Board staff therefore recommends the Board adopt 
Option 2, which would approve the revised base-year change with staff recommendations. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

1.  Background 
Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41031 (cities) and 41331 (counties) require 
information submitted by jurisdictions on the quantities of solid waste generated, 
diverted, and disposed of, to include data that are as accurate as possible.  At its 
March 1997 meeting, the Board approved methods for jurisdictions to use for 
improving the accuracy of their base-year generation data.  One of the approved 
methods allows a jurisdiction to establish a more current base year.   

 
2. Basis for staff’s analysis 

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Diversion Rate Data (Percent) Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1998 1999 2000 2001 2002* 
Pounds waste 

generated per person 
per day (ppd) 

Population Non-Residential 
Waste Stream 

Percentage 

Residential Waste 
Stream Percentage 

2002 ND ND ND ND 50 13.0 454,900 84% 16% 
* This 
Change" 

value is based on the County's 
section below. 

County's geographic 
portion of California, 
County on the east, and 
within San Diego County 
County. The unincorporated 
and rural areas located 

Base-Year Change 

location: 
bordering 

in the 

to be 
diversion 

Orange 
are 

to 

proposed 2002 base year change, discussed 

The County of San Diego is located 
Mexico on the south, the Pacific 
and Riverside Counties on the 

located along the Pacific Coast 
portion of San Diego County consists 
middle and eastern portions of the 

change its base year from 1990 
more accurate, and are the best 

data for business audits. 

employed in this study was reviewed 
and was found to be adequate. 
as follows: 

-USA database, also known as 
unincorporated portion of San Diego 

County's boundary 
file. The research resulted 

portion of San Diego County. 
big and medium strata include 80% 
remaining 20% of employees. 

includes all businesses with less 
businesses with 5 to 129 employees, 

130 or more employees. 

that would participate in the 
includes the 50 businesses with the 

in the small and medium strata 
database. In cases where businesses 

done, or were found to be 
by the Access database. In 
the number of employees 

proper size strata. The County 
strata, and 25 in the large strata. 

in the "Base 

Ocean on 
north. The incorporated 

or in the western 
of several 

County. 

to 2002. The 
available data. 

by an 
The County City 

at the southern 

Year 

most 
the west, Imperial 

cities 
portion of the 

communities 

County 
The County 

impartial 
described 

The County has requested 
considers the 2002 data 
used extrapolation of 

Extrapolation Methodology 
The extrapolation methodology 
third party (e.g. statisticians) 
its extrapolation methodology 

The County obtained the Info
Information (ABI), for the 
the businesses are in the Unincorporated 
Information System (GIS) boundary 
sites located in the unincorporated 
divided into three strata. The 
the small stratum includes the 
determined that the small strata 
medium strata includes all 
includes all businesses with 

All businesses in the large stratum 
sampled. The large stratum 
employees. Sample selection 
automatically by an Access 
refused to have a waste assessment 
businesses were randomly selected 
were surveyed the County verified 
businesses were placed in the 
small strata, 265 in the medium 

verified that 

business 
were 

and 
rule it was 

the 
strata 

were 
of 

and 
existed, 

additional 
businesses 
the 

samples in the 

American Business 
County and 

through a Geographic 
in 11,988 total 

The businesses 
of the employees 

Using this 80/20 
than 5 employees, 

and the large 

waste assessments 
largest number 

was done randomly 
no longer 

a home business 
addition, when 

and assured that 
completed 85 

Once the County completed the business samples the County conducted an outlier analysis. 
The outlier analysis consisted of a two-part test. The first test consisted of looking at 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 
 

Diversion Rate Data (Percent) Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
 Waste Stream Data 
Base 
Year 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002* 

Pounds waste 
generated per person 

per day  (ppd) 

Population Non-Residential 
Waste Stream 

Percentage 

Residential Waste 
Stream Percentage 

2002 ND ND ND ND 50 13.0 454,900 84% 16% 
* This value is based on the County’s proposed 2002 base year change, discussed in the “Base Year 
Change” section below.  
 

County’s geographic location:  The County of San Diego is located at the southern most 
portion of California, bordering Mexico on the south, the Pacific Ocean on the west, Imperial 
County on the east, and Orange and Riverside Counties on the north. The incorporated cities 
within San Diego County are located along the Pacific Coast or in the western portion of the 
County. The unincorporated portion of San Diego County consists of several communities 
and rural areas located in the middle and eastern portions of the County. 
 
Base-Year Change 
The County has requested to change its base year from 1990 to 2002.  The County 
considers the 2002 data to be more accurate, and are the best available data.  The County 
used extrapolation of diversion data for business audits. 

 
Extrapolation Methodology 
The extrapolation methodology employed in this study was reviewed by an impartial 
third party (e.g. statisticians) and was found to be adequate.  The County City described 
its extrapolation methodology as follows: 
 
The County obtained the Info-USA database, also known as American Business 
Information (ABI), for the unincorporated portion of San Diego County and verified that 
the businesses are in the Unincorporated County’s boundary through a Geographic 
Information System (GIS) boundary file. The research resulted in 11,988 total business 
sites located in the unincorporated portion of San Diego County. The businesses were 
divided into three strata. The big and medium strata include 80% of the employees and 
the small stratum includes the remaining 20% of employees. Using this 80/20 rule it was 
determined that the small strata includes all businesses with less than 5 employees, the 
medium strata includes all businesses with 5 to 129 employees, and the large strata 
includes all businesses with 130 or more employees.  
 
All businesses in the large stratum that would participate in the waste assessments were 
sampled. The large stratum includes the 50 businesses with the largest number of 
employees. Sample selection in the small and medium strata was done randomly and 
automatically by an Access database. In cases where businesses no longer existed, 
refused to have a waste assessment done, or were found to be a home business additional 
businesses were randomly selected by the Access database. In addition, when businesses 
were surveyed the County verified the number of employees and assured that the 
businesses were placed in the proper size strata. The County completed 85 samples in the 
small strata, 265 in the medium strata, and 25 in the large strata.  
 
Once the County completed the business samples the County conducted an outlier analysis. 
The outlier analysis consisted of a two-part test. The first test consisted of looking at 
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businesses and removing any business if the business is unique in the Unincorporated 
County, if the diversion practices are unique, or if the diversion tonnage is significantly 
larger than similar businesses or the same type and size. The second test consisted of 
looking at the standard deviation from the mean for diversion per employee at each 
business. Businesses were determined to be outliers if their diversion per employee was 
greater than two standard deviations above the mean diversion per employee for that 
stratum. The County identified four businesses as outliers in the small strata and four 
businesses as outliers in the medium strata. These eight businesses were removed from the 
small and medium strata prior to extrapolating the waste diversion in those strata. 

Once the outliers were removed the County calculated the tons diverted per employee per 
year and applied the factor to all the employees in the Unincorporated County that work 
at businesses that were not surveyed to calculate the estimated or extrapolated tons from 
business surveys. 

Board staff conducted a thorough review of the County's sampling and extrapolation 
methodology. The sampling methodology appears to follow the guidelines included in the 
Board's Diversion Study Guide including taking more than the recommended minimum 
number of business samples recommended in Appendix J of the Diversion Study Guide 
and using an Access database to ensure that business samples are selected randomly. 

Board staff evaluated the County's outlier analysis. The County's calculation of the 
standard deviation from the mean included restricted waste. Because restricted waste is not 
included in the extrapolation portion of the study Board staff recommend that the outlier 
analysis exclude restricted waste. In addition, the County sampled eleven businesses that 
were initially included in the large stratum and were moved to the medium stratum. Because 
these businesses were initially included in the large stratum they were not randomly 
sampled. The net result of Board staffs outlier analysis is that Board staff recommends that 
business number one not be included in the outliers because the two standard deviation from 
the mean was based on the large amount of restricted waste at the site and that the eleven 
businesses initially listed in the large stratum be added to the list of outliers. 

Board staff analyzed the correlation between employment and diversion and according to 
the information provided by the County there is a weak correlation between employment 
and diversion for the businesses sampled. The weak correlation does raise some concerns 
with this methodology. However, the correlation is within acceptable parameters for this 
kind of a study and is the best method available. 

To estimate the waste generation in 2002, the County used disposal data from the Board's 
Disposal Reporting System and collected diversion information from the activities listed 
below. Staff verified these activities in June 2004. 

Program Description 
Residential: 
Residential Curbside Recycling Non-exclusive franchise haulers provide commingled curbside collection to single and 

some multi-family residents in the more densely populated portions of the 
Unincorporated County. Materials required by ordinance for separate collection 
include newspaper, glass bottles and jars, CRV materials, and metal cans. Additional 
materials accepted by haulers include cardboard, mixed paper and certain non-
beverage plastics. 
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businesses and removing any business if the business is unique in the Unincorporated 
County, if the diversion practices are unique, or if the diversion tonnage is significantly 
larger than similar businesses or the same type and size. The second test consisted of 
looking at the standard deviation from the mean for diversion per employee at each 
business. Businesses were determined to be outliers if their diversion per employee was 
greater than two standard deviations above the mean diversion per employee for that 
stratum. The County identified four businesses as outliers in the small strata and four 
businesses as outliers in the medium strata. These eight businesses were removed from the 
small and medium strata prior to extrapolating the waste diversion in those strata.  
 
Once the outliers were removed the County calculated the tons diverted per employee per 
year and applied the factor to all the employees in the Unincorporated County that work 
at businesses that were not surveyed to calculate the estimated or extrapolated tons from 
business surveys.  
 
Board staff conducted a thorough review of the County’s sampling and extrapolation 
methodology. The sampling methodology appears to follow the guidelines included in the 
Board’s Diversion Study Guide including taking more than the recommended minimum 
number of business samples recommended in Appendix J of the Diversion Study Guide 
and using an Access database to ensure that business samples are selected randomly.  
 
Board staff evaluated the County’s outlier analysis. The County’s calculation of the 
standard deviation from the mean included restricted waste. Because restricted waste is not 
included in the extrapolation portion of the study Board staff recommend that the outlier 
analysis exclude restricted waste. In addition, the County sampled eleven businesses that 
were initially included in the large stratum and were moved to the medium stratum. Because 
these businesses were initially included in the large stratum they were not randomly 
sampled. The net result of Board staff’s outlier analysis is that Board staff recommends that 
business number one not be included in the outliers because the two standard deviation from 
the mean was based on the large amount of restricted waste at the site and that the eleven 
businesses initially listed in the large stratum be added to the list of outliers. 

 
Board staff analyzed the correlation between employment and diversion and according to 
the information provided by the County there is a weak correlation between employment 
and diversion for the businesses sampled. The weak correlation does raise some concerns 
with this methodology. However, the correlation is within acceptable parameters for this 
kind of a study and is the best method available. 
   
To estimate the waste generation in 2002, the County used disposal data from the Board’s 
Disposal Reporting System and collected diversion information from the activities listed 
below.  Staff verified these activities in June 2004. 

 
Program Description 
Residential:  
Residential Curbside Recycling  Non-exclusive franchise haulers provide commingled curbside collection to single and 

some multi-family residents in the more densely populated portions of the 
Unincorporated County. Materials required by ordinance for separate collection 
include newspaper, glass bottles and jars, CRV materials, and metal cans. Additional 
materials accepted by haulers include cardboard, mixed paper and certain non-
beverage plastics. 
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Buyback Centers In 2002 there were seventeen private buy-back recycling centers in the Unincorporated 
San Diego County. In addition to CRV materials some of the buy-back centers also 
accept mixed paper, newspaper, cardboard, glass jars and non-CRV plastic bottles. The 
County promotes the buy-back recycling centers through outreach at special events, 
annual recycling guides, and the recycling hotline. 

Residential Curbside Greenwaste Non-exclusive franchise haulers provide curbside greenwaste collection to single and 
some multi-family residents in the more densely populated portions of the 
Unincorporated County. Separate collection of greenwaste is an ordinance 
requirement. 

Commercial: 
Government Grasscycling The County practices grasscycling at County parks, and a County children's residential 

facility. The County also promotes grasscycling to businesses and residents through 
the County Recycling, Master Gardener, Air Pollution Lawnmower Exchange, and 
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Programs. 

Golf Course Grasscycling There are several golf courses located in the Unincorporated County that practice 
grasscycling on their courses and other grass areas. 

Horse Manure Composting from 
Equestrian Centers 

Manure from equestrian centers located in the Unincorporated County is taken to a 
variety of facilities for composting, including local farms where there is small scale 
manure composting programs and local worm farms. 

Government Composting The County's Department of Public Works chips branches and trimmings and uses the 
material as mulch in parks and other County property. 

Commercial On-Site Greenwaste 
Collection 

Franchised haulers provide on-site collection of greenwaste at some businesses located 
within the Unincorporated County. This primarily includes golf courses and animal 
ranches, and began about 1993 when on-site accumulations began being replaced by 
off-site composting and bio-mass transformation 

Concrete and Asphalt Recycling at 
Inert Debris Recycling Facilities 

Several private asphalt and concrete recycling facilities exist within San Diego 
County. The County uses guides and hotlines to refer contractors to concrete and 
asphalt recycling facilities. The County also uses recycled concrete and asphalt in 
County projects and encourages others to use these recycled products to enhance the 
market for recycling. 

Commercial Source Reduction The County offers businesses source reduction assistance upon request. The County 
encourages businesses to adopt waste reduction and reuse practices. The County 
verified through business surveys that many of the businesses in the Unincorporated 
County participate in waste reduction and reuse programs. Beneficial reuse of 
concrete and asphalt is done at landfills. 

Commercial Recycling The County's franchised haulers provide commercial on-site collection for recyclables, 
including cardboard, mixed paper, glass, cans, bottles, and CRV containers. County 
ordinance requires recycling from restaurants, large office buildings, and industrial 
sources. In addition, many of the businesses in the Unincorporated County have their 
own recycling programs through their suppliers or through commercial self-haul 
programs. The County verified commercial recycling programs through business 
surveys. Concrete, asphalt and other C & D recycling, as well as is also done. 

Commercial Composting Commercial self-haul for greenwaste is available in several locations throughout the 
County including composting facilities, transfer stations, and landfills. The greenwaste 
at landfills is mostly used for alternative daily cover. The County verified commercial 
composting programs through business surveys. 

Originally the jurisdiction claimed a diversion rate of 51 percent for 2002. Attachment 
2a is the City's New Base Year Modification Request. As a result of Board staff's 
verification of the County-Cityls claimed diversion, Board staff is recommending 
acceptance of the revised 2002 diversion rate of 50 percent. Additional biomass credit 
for the year 2002 has been applied to the base year in accordance with the requirements 
of PRC 41783. With this addition, the diversion rate would be 54 percent for the year 
2002. 

The County appears to have programs that support the proposed diversion rate. 
Attachment 2b is the certification prepared by Board staff that provides additional details 
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Buyback Centers In 2002 there were seventeen private buy-back recycling centers in the Unincorporated 
San Diego County. In addition to CRV materials some of the buy-back centers also 
accept mixed paper, newspaper, cardboard, glass jars and non-CRV plastic bottles. The 
County promotes the buy-back recycling centers through outreach at special events, 
annual recycling guides, and the recycling hotline. 

Residential Curbside Greenwaste Non-exclusive franchise haulers provide curbside greenwaste collection to single and 
some multi-family residents in the more densely populated portions of the 
Unincorporated County.  Separate collection of greenwaste is an ordinance 
requirement. 

Commercial:  
Government Grasscycling The County practices grasscycling at County parks, and a County children’s residential 

facility. The County also promotes grasscycling to businesses and residents through 
the County Recycling, Master Gardener, Air Pollution Lawnmower Exchange, and 
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Programs. 

Golf Course Grasscycling There are several golf courses located in the Unincorporated County that practice 
grasscycling on their courses and other grass areas. 

Horse Manure Composting from 
Equestrian Centers 

Manure from equestrian centers located in the Unincorporated County is taken to a 
variety of facilities for composting, including local farms where there is small scale 
manure composting programs and local worm farms. 

Government Composting The County’s Department of Public Works chips branches and trimmings and uses the 
material as mulch in parks and other County property. 

Commercial On-Site Greenwaste 
Collection 

Franchised haulers provide on-site collection of greenwaste at some businesses located 
within the Unincorporated County. This primarily includes golf courses and animal 
ranches, and began about 1993 when on-site accumulations began being replaced by 
off-site composting and bio-mass transformation 

Concrete and Asphalt Recycling at 
Inert Debris Recycling Facilities 

Several private asphalt and concrete recycling facilities exist within San Diego 
County. The County uses guides and hotlines to refer contractors to concrete and 
asphalt recycling facilities. The County also uses recycled concrete and asphalt in 
County projects and encourages others to use these recycled products to enhance the 
market for recycling. 

Commercial Source Reduction 
 

The County offers businesses source reduction assistance upon request. The County 
encourages businesses to adopt waste reduction and reuse practices. The County 
verified through business surveys that many of the businesses in the Unincorporated 
County participate in waste reduction and reuse programs.  Beneficial reuse of 
concrete and asphalt is done at landfills. 

Commercial Recycling The County’s franchised haulers provide commercial on-site collection for recyclables, 
including cardboard, mixed paper, glass, cans, bottles, and CRV containers.  County 
ordinance requires recycling from restaurants, large office buildings, and industrial 
sources. In addition, many of the businesses in the Unincorporated County have their 
own recycling programs through their suppliers or through commercial self-haul 
programs. The County verified commercial recycling programs through business 
surveys.  Concrete, asphalt and other C & D recycling, as well as is also done. 

Commercial Composting Commercial self-haul for greenwaste is available in several locations throughout the 
County including composting facilities, transfer stations, and landfills. The greenwaste 
at landfills is mostly used for alternative daily cover. The County verified commercial 
composting programs through business surveys. 

 
Originally the jurisdiction claimed a diversion rate of 51 percent for 2002.  Attachment 
2a is the City’s New Base Year Modification Request.  As a result of Board staff’s 
verification of the County City’s claimed diversion, Board staff is recommending 
acceptance of the revised 2002 diversion rate of 50 percent.  Additional biomass credit 
for the year 2002 has been applied to the base year in accordance with the requirements 
of PRC 41783.  With this addition, the diversion rate would be 54 percent for the year 
2002.   
 
The County appears to have programs that support the proposed diversion rate.  
Attachment 2b is the certification prepared by Board staff that provides additional details 
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to support the Board staff's recommendations for the new base year. 

Certification Changes 
of the jurisdiction's proposed 
results conducted in March, 

as additions. Board staff 
The County City 

has 

new 
2005, 

base year, as well 
Board staff recommends 

discussed the proposed 
agree with 

to support the diversion 

of material recycled 
recycling, and 

collected including 
through shredding 

of CRV material 

not demonstrate 
criteria. 

upon further review 
jurisdiction. 

recyclers. 

was originally claimed, 
With these changes, 

representatives 

curbside 

diverted 

amount 

include: 
could 

because 

material 

be approved. 

as a site Based on staff's analysis 
verification of the survey 
several deductions, as well 
with County City representatives. 

changes 
Board 

through 
franchise 

the amount 
for use as 

recycled 

that the 

it was 

Board 
Board 

amount 

waste 

another 

what 
additions. 

staff's recommendations for the proposed changes. 

to provide additional information 
programs such as: 

report showing the 
including residential 

amount of greenwaste material 
biomass and the amount 

Report for the 

was able The County City 
tonnage for a number of 
• Franchise hauler summary 

franchise haulers programs 
hauler commercial recycling 

• A report showing the 
of greenwaste used for 
mulch. 

• The Department of Conservation 
from the County City. 

of the site verification 
data because the County 
meets the restricted 

tonnage from one business 
with the boundaries of 

as diversion. 
and demolition 

of the changes showing 
for the deductions and 

for a new base year 

Key changes made as a result 
• Removal of the diversion 

restricted waste diversion 
• Removal of diversion 

found to be located just 
• Removal of clean dirt 
• The addition of two construction 

Attachment 3 is a summary 
staff findings, and the basis 
staff recommends the request 

Base Year Analysis 
Unincorporated San Diego County Disposal Diversion Generation 
Old Base Year Tons (1990) 527,190 125,650 652,840 
Jurisdiction New Base Year Tons (2002) *575,156 597,780 1,172,936 

Board Staff Recommended New (2002) Base Year Tons *540,439 535,428 1,075,867 

* The disposal includes a disposal correction for a typo in the Board's DRS database. The 
DRS typo was corrected after the new base year request was submitted. 

2002 Diversion Rate 
using 1990 base year 

Jurisdiction Claimed Diversion 
Rate for 2002 

Board Staff Recommended 
Diversion Rate for 2000 

35% 51% 50% 

In addition to any deductions already made by the County and Board staff, the Board has 
authority to make additional deductions to the diversion tonnage. Public Resources Code 
Sections 41031, 41033, 41331, and 41333 provide that jurisdictions' waste 
characterization components (which contain the waste generation studies) shall include 
data that are as accurate as possible. These statutes provide the basis for allowing 
jurisdictions to request, and for the Board to approve, new base years. Consequently, in 
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to support the Board staff’s recommendations for the new base year. 
 
Certification Changes  
Based on staff’s analysis of the jurisdiction’s proposed new base year, as well as a site 
verification of the survey results conducted in March, 2005, Board staff recommends 
several deductions, as well as additions.  Board staff has discussed the proposed changes 
with County City representatives. The County City representatives agree with Board 
staff’s recommendations for the proposed changes.   
 
The County City was able to provide additional information to support the diversion 
tonnage for a number of programs such as: 
• Franchise hauler summary report showing the amount of material recycled through 

franchise haulers programs including residential curbside recycling, and franchise 
hauler commercial recycling 

• A report showing the amount of greenwaste material collected including the amount 
of greenwaste used for biomass and the amount diverted through shredding for use as 
mulch. 

• The Department of Conservation Report for the amount of CRV material recycled 
from the County City. 

 
Key changes made as a result of the site verification include: 
• Removal of the diversion data because the County could not demonstrate that the 

restricted waste diversion meets the restricted waste criteria. 
• Removal of diversion tonnage from one business because upon further review it was 

found to be located just with the boundaries of another jurisdiction.  
• Removal of clean dirt as diversion. 
• The addition of two construction and demolition material recyclers. 
 
Attachment 3 is a summary of the changes showing what was originally claimed, Board 
staff findings, and the basis for the deductions and additions.  With these changes, Board 
staff recommends the request for a new base year be approved.  
 
Base Year Analysis 

Unincorporated San Diego County Disposal  Diversion  Generation  
Old Base Year Tons (1990) 527,190 125,650 652,840 
Jurisdiction New Base Year Tons (2002) *575,156 597,780 1,172,936 
Board Staff Recommended New (2002) Base Year Tons *540,439 535,428 1,075,867 

* The disposal includes a disposal correction for a typo in the Board’s DRS database. The 
 DRS typo was corrected after the new base year request was submitted. 

 
2002 Diversion Rate 
using 1990 base year 

Jurisdiction Claimed Diversion 
Rate for 2002 

Board Staff Recommended 
Diversion Rate for 2000 

35% 51% 50% 
 

In addition to any deductions already made by the County and Board staff, the Board has 
authority to make additional deductions to the diversion tonnage.  Public Resources Code 
Sections 41031, 41033, 41331, and 41333 provide that jurisdictions’ waste 
characterization components (which contain the waste generation studies) shall include 
data that are as accurate as possible.  These statutes provide the basis for allowing 
jurisdictions to request, and for the Board to approve, new base years.  Consequently, in 
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considering new base year requests, the standard 
new base year is as accurate as possible. To the 
portion of the new base year is not accurate, the 
new base year, with the inaccurate portion removed. 

Biomass Diversion Credit Claim 

used by the Board is whether or not the 
extent that the Board determines that a 
Board may approve the remainder of the 

a biomass diversion claim for 40,435 
located in the City of Mecca in Riverside 

41783.1 allows jurisdictions to include 
conversion if the Board determines at a 

The County included in its 2002 diversion calculation 
tons of material sent to Colmac Energy facility 
County, California. Starting in 2000, PRC Section 
not more than 10 percent diversion through biomass 
public hearing, based upon substantial evidence 
met. The table below identifies those conditions, 

in the record, that certain conditions are 
how the County City has them. and met 

Biomass Diversion Credit for the Unincorporated San Diego County San-Luis-Ohispe-County-IntegFated-Waste 
Management-AutheFity 

Conditions for Counting Biomass Diversion How Conditions Were Met 
1. Jurisdiction is not also claiming diversion from 

transformation in the same reporting year 
1. The County is not also claiming 2002 diversion 

credit for transformation 
2. Jurisdiction is, and will continue, to effectively implement all 

feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting 
measures. 

2. The County is adequately implementing 
diversion programs, as shown in Attachment 1. 

3. The material sent to a biomass facility was normally 
disposed by the jurisdiction (PRC Section 41781). 

3. The material sent by the County to Colmac 
Energy in 2002 was normally disposed by the 
County as indicated in its SRRE. 

4. The biomass facility exclusively processes biomass (defined 
in PRC Section 40106). 

4. Colmac Energy only processes the following 
biomass materials: greenwaste, wood chips, 
wood waste, yard waste. 

5. The biomass facility is in compliance with all applicable air 
quality laws, rules, and regulations. 

5. Colmac Energy met all applicable air quality 
laws, rules, and regulations. 

6. The ash or other residue from the facility is regularly tested 
to determine if it is hazardous waste; and, if it is determined 
to be hazardous, the ash or other residue is sent to a Class I 
hazardous waste disposal facility. 

6. In 2002 the ash was tested regularly and was 
determined to be not hazardous. 

Approving the County's biomass diversion claim of 40,345 tons increases its 2002 
diversion rate 4 percentage points (i.e., from 50 percent to 54 percent). Because the County 
and Colmac Energy biomass facility meet the criteria for claiming biomass diversion credit, 
Board staff recommends the Board approve the County City's biomass diversion claim for 
2002. 

3. Findings 
documented its request for a 2002 base 

approval of the staff- 
Staff believes the County City has adequately 
year change. For this reason, staff is recommending 
recommended base year change request documented in Attachment 2b. 

aware of any environmental issues related 

year will lead to a more accurate 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Improving the accuracy of jurisdiction's base 
statewide measurement. 
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considering new base year requests, the standard used by the Board is whether or not the 
new base year is as accurate as possible.  To the extent that the Board determines that a 
portion of the new base year is not accurate, the Board may approve the remainder of the 
new base year, with the inaccurate portion removed. 
 
Biomass Diversion Credit Claim 
The County included in its 2002 diversion calculation a biomass diversion claim for 40,435 
tons of material sent to Colmac Energy facility located in the City of Mecca in Riverside 
County, California.  Starting in 2000, PRC Section 41783.1 allows jurisdictions to include 
not more than 10 percent diversion through biomass conversion if the Board determines at a 
public hearing, based upon substantial evidence in the record, that certain conditions are 
met.  The table below identifies those conditions, and how the County City has met them. 
 

Biomass Diversion Credit for the Unincorporated San Diego County San Luis Obispo County Integrated Waste 
Management Authority

Conditions for Counting Biomass Diversion How Conditions Were Met 
1.  Jurisdiction is not also claiming diversion from 

transformation in the same reporting year 
1.  The County is not also claiming 2002 diversion 

credit for transformation 
2.  Jurisdiction is, and will continue, to effectively implement all 

feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting 
measures.  

2.  The County is adequately implementing 
diversion programs, as shown in Attachment 1. 

3.  The material sent to a biomass facility was normally 
disposed by the jurisdiction (PRC Section 41781). 

3.  The material sent by the County to Colmac 
Energy in 2002 was normally disposed by the 
County as indicated in its SRRE. 

4.  The biomass facility exclusively processes biomass (defined 
in PRC Section 40106). 

4. Colmac Energy only processes the following 
biomass materials: greenwaste, wood chips, 
wood waste, yard waste. 

5.  The biomass facility is in compliance with all applicable air 
quality laws, rules, and regulations. 

5.  Colmac Energy met all applicable air quality 
laws, rules, and regulations. 

6.  The ash or other residue from the facility is regularly tested 
to determine if it is hazardous waste; and, if it is determined 
to be hazardous, the ash or other residue is sent to a Class I 
hazardous waste disposal facility. 

6.  In 2002 the ash was tested regularly and was 
determined to be not hazardous.  

 
Approving the County’s biomass diversion claim of 40,345 tons increases its 2002 
diversion rate 4 percentage points (i.e., from 50 percent to 54 percent).  Because the County 
and Colmac Energy biomass facility meet the criteria for claiming biomass diversion credit, 
Board staff recommends the Board approve the County City’s biomass diversion claim for 
2002. 

 
3. Findings 
 Staff believes the County City has adequately documented its request for a 2002 base 

year change.  For this reason, staff is recommending approval of the staff-
recommended base year change request documented in Attachment 2b.  

  
B. Environmental Issues 

Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Improving the accuracy of jurisdiction’s base year will lead to a more accurate 
statewide measurement. 
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D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Approving the County's new base year will enable the County to more accurately 
measure the success of its diversion programs, and therefore to more accurately report 
its progress to the Board. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41331 that requires a County to submit data on quantities of waste generated, diverted 
and disposed that are as accurate as possible. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

this 

days 

for 

to 

to 

2002 Census Data — Demographics for Unincorporated San Diego County 
%Pacific 
Islander 

%Other % White % Hispanic % Black %Native 
American 

%Asian 

68.8 19.6 4.3 1.3 2.9 0.3 0.2 

2002 Census Data — Economic Data for Unincorporated San Diego County* 
Median annual income Mean (average) income % individuals below poverty level 

47,067 63,204 12.4 
*Countywide 
**Per Household 

H.  

• Environmental 
there are no 
community 

Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional 
environmental justice issues related to the new base 

Environmental Justice Outreach. The County of 
a bilingual (English and Spanish) household hazardous 

hotline. All of the County's guides are printed in English 
material for special collection events, i.e. waste 

hazardous waste collection events, are promoted 
In addition the County specifically targets underserved 

based on calls from the R-1-EARTH hotline. 
Improving the accuracy of jurisdiction's base 

statewide measurement. 

Plan 
Strategic Plan Goal 2, Objective 3 (Support local 

and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), 
local governments' efforts to implement programs 

corrective action as needed), by assessing the jurisdictions' 
and reduce disposal and thereby achieve the 

PRC Section 41780. 

representative, 
year study in 

San Diego operates 
waste and 

and Spanish. 
tire amnesty 
in English and 
communities 

• Efforts at 
R-1-EARTH 
recycling 
All promotional 
and household 
Spanish. 
cleanup events 

• Project Benefits. 
a more accurate 

2001 Strategic 
This item supports 
ability to reach 
(Assess and assist 
disposal, taking 
implement programs 
requirement of 

year will lead 

jurisdictions' 
strategy (D) 
and reduce 

efforts 
diversion 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
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D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Approving the County’s new base year will enable the County to more accurately 
measure the success of its diversion programs, and therefore to more accurately report 
its progress to the Board. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41331 that requires a County to submit data on quantities of waste generated, diverted 
and disposed that are as accurate as possible.  
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   

 
2002 Census Data – Demographics for Unincorporated San Diego County 

% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 
American 

%Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

68.8 19.6 4.3 1.3 2.9 0.3 0.2 
 

2002 Census Data – Economic Data for Unincorporated San Diego County* 
Median annual income Mean (average) income % individuals below poverty level 

47,067 63,204 12.4 
*Countywide 
**Per Household 

 
• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, 

there are no environmental justice issues related to the new base year study in this 
community.   

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The County of San Diego operates 
R-1-EARTH a bilingual (English and Spanish) household hazardous waste and 
recycling hotline.  All of the County's guides are printed in English and Spanish.  
All promotional material for special collection events, i.e. waste tire amnesty days 
and household hazardous waste collection events, are promoted in English and 
Spanish.  In addition the County specifically targets underserved communities for 
cleanup events based on calls from the R-1-EARTH hotline. 

• Project Benefits.  Improving the accuracy of jurisdiction’s base year will lead to 
a more accurate statewide measurement. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 2, Objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed), by assessing the jurisdictions’ efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal and thereby achieve the diversion 
requirement of PRC Section 41780.  
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
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This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Program Listing for the Unincorporated San Diego County 
2a. Base Year Modification Request Certification for the Unincorporated San Diego 

County 
2b. Board Staff Recommended Base Year Modification Request Certification 
3. Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings for the Unincorporated San Diego County 
4. Resolution Number 2005-142 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Zane Poulson Phone: (916) 341-6265 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

1. Unincorporated San Diego County 
B. Opposition 

1. No known opposition. 

Page 23 (Revised)-8 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-23 (Revised) 
June 14-15, 2005  
 

Page 23 (Revised)-8 

This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  
 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Program Listing for the Unincorporated San Diego County 
2a. Base Year Modification Request Certification for the Unincorporated San Diego 

County 
2b. Board Staff Recommended Base Year Modification Request Certification 
3. Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings for the Unincorporated San Diego County 
4. Resolution Number 2005-142 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff:  Zane Poulson    Phone:  (916) 341-6265 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block     Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  N/A   Phone:  N/A 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

1.  Unincorporated San Diego County
B. Opposition 

1.  No known opposition.   



Board Meeting Agenda Item 23 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 1 

Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

San Diego-Unincorporated April 18, 2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

1070-SR-OTH N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Other Source Reduction 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1988 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 San Diego-Unincorporated April 18, 2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 1070-SR-OTH N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Other Source Reduction 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1988 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

San Diego-Unincorporated April 18, 2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1987 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2050-RC-SCH N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1975 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1978 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

2090-RC-OTH Y Y 1978 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Other Recycling 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3030-CM-CSG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 23 
June 14-15, 2005   Attachment 1 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 San Diego-Unincorporated April 18, 2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1987 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2050-RC-SCH N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1975 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1978 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 2090-RC-OTH Y Y 1978 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Other Recycling 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3030-CM-CSG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

San Diego-Unincorporated April 18, 2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

3060-CM-GOV N Y 1991 SO SO D 99 SI SO SO SO SO 
Government Composting Programs 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 23 
June 14-15, 2005   Attachment 1 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 San Diego-Unincorporated April 18, 2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 3060-CM-GOV N Y 1991 SO SO D 99 SI SO SO SO SO 
 Government Composting Programs 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

San Diego-Unincorporated April 18, 2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

5040-ED-OTH Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Other Public Education 

6000-PI-PLB Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Landfill 

7020-FR-TST Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1984 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 23 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 San Diego-Unincorporated April 18, 2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 5040-ED-OTH Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Other Public Education 

 6000-PI-PLB Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Landfill 

 7020-FR-TST Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1984 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 5 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

San Diego-Unincorporated April 18, 2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9020-H H-CSC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Curbside Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

9050-HH-OTH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 5 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 San Diego-Unincorporated April 18, 2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9020-HH-CSC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Curbside Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 9050-HH-OTH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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StrikeOut
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StrikeOut
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Base Year Modification Request Certification 
Part 2: Generation Study - Includes Extrapolation of Residential or Non-Residential Diversion Data 
To request a substitution for a previously approved base-year used in calculating the diversion rate for your 
jurisdiction, please complete and sign this form and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) 
representative at the address below, along with any additional information requested by OLA staff. When all - 
documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with you to pre are your appearAce 
before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, as> 1 6) 341;0 95to be connected to 
your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance 
1001 I Street, 9th Floor 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento, CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 
Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your request to the Board.  

1. Use a recent generation-based study to calculate our current reporting-year 
generation amount, but not officially change our existing Board-approved base year. 

2. Use a recent generation-based study to officially change our 
existing Board-approved base year to a new base year. 
The shaded cells on these sheets are protected . If you have problems 
using these sheets, please contact your Office of Local Assistance representative. 

OP :( ig ft. i!":"'" ." : iiiii-  
440.6 .00iffitaliiiiii: : A6.0 

i. rca i.  
, 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge, and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 
Jurisdiction Name 

San Diego County - Unincorporated Areas 
County 

San Diego 
Authoriz d S' nature - Title 

Recycling Coordinator 

Type nn me of Person Date 2 .2.0 d /  Phone (858) 874-4108 
Wayne Williams 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) Title 

Wayne Williams Solid Waste Management and Recycling Director 

Affiliation: San Diego County 

Mailing Address City State ZIP Code 

5469 Kearny Villa Road, Suite 305 San Diego California 92123 

E-mail address wavne.williamssdcountv.ca.00v 
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Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study 

Attach additional sheets if necessary— reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 4). 

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion. 
1. Current Board-approved existing base-year: 2. Proposed new generation-based study year: 
1990 2002 

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and 
diversion: 
This new generation number reflects the current disposal and the diversion practices in the year 2002. The 
number of residents and commercial businesses in the jurisdiction has grown considerably. As a result, the 
amount of C&D waste has also increased. Eight new C&D facilities operate in San Diego County since 1991 
and one of the exisiting ones started recycling inert materials in 1995. The Department of Public Works - Roads 
Division began several waste diversion programs since 1990 as have the major landfills in the County. This 
dynamic change in the jurisdiction makeup was not accurately reflected in the initial study conducted in 1990. 
Equestrian centers and golf courses, which were not represented in the 1990 Base Year Study, continue to be a 
significant part of the waste stream. In addition to the growth, the City has implemented, and maintained 
numerous diversion practices in the last twelve years. These programs are now appropriately reflected in the 
new diversion study. 

4. Enter your diversion rates below. 

Diversion rate calculated using 
existing base year 

a. 35% 

Diversion rate calculated using 

new generation-based study 
b. 51% 

For existing base year 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 9.0 

For new generation based 
study pounds/person/day 
based on generation 14.1 

Residential Non-Residential 
generation 38% generation 62% 

Residential Non-Residential 

generation 14% generation 86% 

Population existing generation-based study 398,734 Population new generation-based study 454,900 

5. If there is an increase between 4a and 4b, please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your 
current diversion implementation efforts. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your 
pounds/person/day, please explain how this is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and 
provide examples, e.g. change in jurisdiction's demographics. 
The County unincorporated experienced huge growth in construction activities between the time of the original 
base year and the new base year. New programs were put in that diverted construction and demolition waste 
that was not adequately accounted for by the CIWMB Adjustment Method. The increase in construction added 
to the overall generation and the accompaning diversion activities were not accounted for in the original base 
year study. Eight new construction and demolition recycling facilities that process wastes were sited and 
recycled waste from the County uninicorporated area, while one of the existing facilities began recycling inert 
materials in 1995. The County has expanded and improved diversion programs continually. 

6. If the difference between the proposed diversion rates in 4a and 4b is greater than 5 percentage points, 
please explain the specific reasons for the difference. (For example: new/improved curbside diversion 
programs.) 
The County unincorporated experienced huge growth in construction activities between the time of the original 
base year and the new base year. Eight new construction and demolition recycling facilities that process 
wastes were sited and recycled waste from the County uninicorporated area, while one of the existing facilities 
began recycling inert materials in 1995. The County has expanded and improved diversion programs 
continually. The new diversion rate also is indicative of the new and expanded programs implemented under 
the 1066 extension. 
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'11071 '' ':: i:i:i:::::: ,ii:i:M:Pi.  „:. , in"""""''' : 575450:   
Residential Non-Residential 

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your disposal data and complete the required tables. 
X a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal Reporting System (No explanation required. Go 

b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit of hauler and self-haul tonnage. (Please complete 
c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage 

Total 

to Section 8.) 
Reporting Year Tonnage 

Modification Request 
Modification Request and 

and Certification sheet found 
8. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities, 
* Please provide detailed non-residential waste audit information 
Note: The Board has indicated that it will be scrutin 

and diversion data records that support your 
in Section 9. 

zing total source reduction amounts greater 

claim and are available 

than 5% of total generation. 

for Board audit. (Note: the Board 

Please be prepared to 
Diversion ACtiVitY 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glcmary. is online a 

: Actual tons 

(A) 

EstimatedTotal 
or 

extropoloto 
d tOnS::  

(B) 

tons 

........ 

(A4BY: 

Rojotio 
petCerit to :: : 

Total • 
coiiratiori 

(Ati3)/Total 
Generation 

SpeCifiernaterial type(s) 
• 

- 

(List programs with : 
multi le Materials 
: to6ethet)  

Specific conversion::' 

source: 
- :, 

factor used (it:artY)**  
Typo ot,roCord and location of record 

  .:::• 

httit.://WWW.ciwmb .:66-:qcV/LGCentral/PARIS/COdet/RedUde:htm 
ReSider41011:ACtNitieSi! 

SoUrce:Redt.i.CtiOri ...,..,,,.. 

]:::: :.  
:,..,.,....:::...:::, 

Backyard: composting:: :....., 

GMSsCychng 
Wen.. P  

reduction 040: " e 
iriiii.... 

::::: 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

tf.  ....... ... 
,eini:::: , iiiligiii:... ' ..x. . *:-:•::4  ''''  ....::::0: 4:!::1:1:: iioligi:i::::.:1 :,:ii:iiii: iiiiii: :iiiiisiiiiiii, ;am :iii] :::: aii:::§A:::iiii: : ::::::::::::ii: ..:: :.:::::::4 
cobtido-Roo:00g .  

11,070 
. :.. 
NW  

. 
:,:1•":1:i070:: 
 . 

0•.:9% 
Mixed containers and 
mixed paper 

Tonnage Report - Franchised 
Haulers 

Buyback'COMO*: : 

3,997 N/A :  3,99t...... 
. 

0::.3% 
plastic redemption 
containers 

Aluminum, glass, and  
Tonnage Report - Department of 
Conservatiori 
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Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is 9nline a 

Actual tons 

' .• (A) 

Estimated 
or 

extrapolate 
d tons 

(B) . 

Total tons 

(A+B) 

Relative 
Percent to 

Total 
Generation 

(A+B)/Total 
Generation 

Specific material type(s) 

(List programs with 
multiple materials 

together) 

i,:i:.x 

Specific conversion 
factor used (if any) and 

Source 

Type of record and location of record 

...i.,.:*ii,..::i.:- 

Drop-off centers N/A 
:iii:,,,,::i:i'i:'•"•:.: 

• . 

.„...... 0K iep00!:4.,,,,,, 
. 
! 

....s., :::g,....   
o0 . ro0

..... 
 

Enter program name' N/A - 
Enter program name N/A 
Enter program name N/A 

.4.040 ..-  . it grt  
bt  0 :::::::: : , ::::::„   ::::. . ,..0:::: 

gigie.eiiii:. ".".....:-.1 ..... ':-:: ' - ' :: ::::.:Migiiilg.i.Mile:::::Kiiii:i..  ii ..,ii:::::;i:.:::i.:.::igi.:6;i ::Ri:.i.:]iiiqi:!0.!.;iiiMil / -•:.:g1;.i.M:::.:::i,:iNini ',:. MEM n 
Green waste drop-off N/A 
Curbside green waste - 

22,176 .N/A-  . - . 22,176 - 1::0% Green Waste 
Tonnage Report - Franchised 
Haulers 

Chrittmas-  Tree p(ograrn 

0 N/A 
...,.., 

Christmas tree tonnages are 
included with curb-side green 
waste 

.... .. „........
resi en............  

..:
pt.ii.eg 

lf•- • - • Ate.* .. ...... .. ....................... 
Enter program name • N/A .  
Enter program name • N/A 
Enter program name N/A• 
Enter program name • N/A 
Enter program name N/A 

11 1' 40 ' •• iiiiiiiil igipplian 

Subtotal Re0. oti#01:•::.  
Diversion - . - 

- . 
• .:- 

..:• .:. I • :. 
'. 37 243 

: 
0 37 243 ' . 3:2%. • 

on ..R en. ..c 
:::-.:•:'"'': ttee.ii„ . c ...:. 

Non-rest.ental Waste 
Audits* • - ...:: ,...............,...,.......................„............,,.. : .......    .....: 6 701 , 26,035 32,736., 2,8% ....,: See Section 9 ..,.,. .,.,, See Section  9- , : .......;:;k•:„: -. Se Section „,iii.• ii  ..:., 
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Divereion Activity 

Please use the Board's program  types. 
The program type glossary is online a 

Actual tons': 

• : ( ). 

Estimated 
Or 

extrapolate 
d tons 

:: (B) 

TOtal tons 

: (AtB) :: 

Relative: 
Percent to: 

TOtal 
Generation 

(AtE)rrpti 
Generation 

_ 

siieifi.0 material 
: :: 

(List OrOgrams with: : 
Multiple:Materials 

: together) : 

Specific 0:inversion : 
factor used (if any) and 

" Source::.:.::  

TYpe Of recO4end lOOatiOn Of :teCOrd 
: 

17:::rio . .resrslentr  ... 
.104 .: ito . „.. .. 
! -..:AO.  

:.....• .. .. .,. .. - .,...  
.....    

,. 
. , ... .. t . .. 

„..  ..... ...: ,..:   

1060-SR-MTE - Thrift Shop / 
Reuse Stores 0 ::Nbk: 

1000-SR-XRG - Grasscycling 
Government 3,939 N/A : : 3,939 :0.3%: :  

6.5 tons/acre/year 
(study by University of 
California, Riverside: 
Cooperative 
Extension) 

Green Waste Survey -
Department of Public Works 

1040-SR-SCH - School 
Source Reduction - 
Grasscycling 0 N/A::: 

Tonnages included in non-
residential audits. 

1000-SR-XRG - Golf Course 
Grasscycling 

14,422 N/A:: 14,422:: 1:.2% 

6.5 tons/acre/year 
(study by University of 
California, Riverside: 
Cooperative 
Extension) 

Acreage Reports - Golf Course 
Surveys 

• 
1010-SR-BCM - Beneficial 
Reuse at Landfills - Green 
Waste - Erosion Control 

0 

12,977.1 tons not counted to 
avoid double-counting with 
Tonnage Report - Franchised 
Haulers for greenwaste 

6 0: $4.0* f 0.  
POMP .,.. .. -.. . 

.. 
.... ...- -.. .... „: 

• •  
kalUgeglinaeg,  09.4.1. ...siggi-i;::mg.,.i.:-: il im,....:I-:-,-i-, -i::.:11..,li;-6g:.::;;;.:.in,,-•.,-fkii.in,:c.:.i.:1.ill]:m.mlino:....: .:.:otoigibidenienlimEEMNamaiNia:Miiili.MANESHIMENNOWNIP 

Non40§ilontiotWagto i::::: 1 
Audits : 1 7,747 37,743 :45494 3.9% See Section 9 See SottiOn 9 SeeSeCtioii 9  

ent 
ratIn 

rkt. 
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Agenda Item 
Attachment 2a Board Meeting 

June 14-15, 2005 

Diversion Activity 

Please use the. Boardt program types. 
The program type glossary is online a 

ACtUal tons 

(A) 

Estimated 
or 

extrapolate 
d tons 

(B) 

TOtal tons 

(A+B) :: 

Relative 
Percent to : 

Total 
DeneratiOn 

(A+B)/Total 
DeneratiOn 

SPecific material type(s) 

:: (List programt with --
multiple materials 

together) 

Specific conversion 
faCtor used (if any) and 

§ource 

Type of record and location' of record 

. 

2090-RC-OTH - Other 
Recycling - Equestrian Centers 8,730 

N/A 

8,730 

:i6. 

07%:: . `:Manure 

1 cy Horse Manure = 
1,252 pounds - 
CIWMB Density 
Tables 

Volume Report - Equestrian 
Center Surveys . 

4030-SR-WHG - White Goods 
820 White Goods 

Tonnage Report - Franchised 
Haulers 

8010-TR-BIO - Wood Waste 
to Biomass 40,345 

Wood waste and 
green waste 

Tonnage Report - Inland Pacific 
Resoure Recovery, Inc.  

2030-RC-Commercial On-Site 
Pick Up 

0 N/A' ": 
: : . :: :,:m::,:.. 

,. . 

Mixed containers and 
mixed paper 

Tonnage Reports - Franchised 
Haulers (4,958.13 tons not 
counted because of 
extrapolation) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name  
ti to:   . 

,:,: ... - .. .. „ .. ,,, .. . ..... ..... . .. .. .:. .. 
dal:1:,.i::,ggEMENE ... . .. .. 'Ipf ;NANgigagii::::- iiiigi;s:Wi':::::::igi%i',1::i,::::::::::::,E:::':::::i'::::::i:::iNR:igi': ',:i'::iil'::;:;%; ..iiiiiiNneinAggin:'::ii:i',:inii?:Mgi.i.ii:fi:1::::'::::::::::.:-:-:':i;i:::.:0:-:::.::: -: .:.::1*-:::':-:::m:::.:::W:::::::i.;':E::.11':V:i::::::Mg'::::::::::::ii'iliggi'gi::gi;•ilgileii•i:::•?:Neili:::::,E' 

NOn4esidenfial WaOte:::: 
ALiditS*. 6,004 9,978 1 : .,-982: 1.4%  Sqe:§pqt19.11 9 : 4qe. 001011•.:9 ::SOSedtibrii::9 

........ g!10 . iwoolya 
Ooiiiiiiiititt ".*". '"" , 

17.. ; ..40 .:4.F.ig.„#. .-.•-..,, 

,„ ,......• 
.. - ... , :. .. .. .. 

... 
.. .. .. 

-.. .... .,... .. , .. ,...- 

.. 
.....; 

.. . .. .. ... 
.. . ....,.. .. 

,.. .... , 
:s. . 

3070-CM-OTH - Government 
Composting / GW Diversion 

359 N/A 

359 

:,. 

94% 
Branches are chipped 
and reused as mulch 

1 cy = 36.9 lbs (Tellus 
conversion factor - dry 
prunings and 
trimmings) 

Green Waste Survey - 
Department of Public Works 

3070-CM-OTH - Other 
Composting Composting Site 
(El Corazon) 

0 

N/A -:: 
Tonnage Report - Franchised 
Haulers (665.89 tons not counted 
to avoid double-counting) 

3020-CM-COG Commercial 
On-Site Green Waste Pick-UP 

_ 9,852 

N/A 

::.:9,052 . 9:8% Green Waste 
Tonnawiieport - Franchised 
Haulers 

Enter program name N/A 
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Board Meeting Agenda Item  
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 2a  

piimi.tiori ACtivity: 

Please use the Board'p prograrntyPOS. 
The program type glOSsary is Online:A 

Actual tons 

. . (A) 

Estimated 
Or 

extrapolate 
d tons 

(B) 

Total tons 

(A+13) 

Relatii.:!e -: 
perCent to 

Total 
Generation 

(A443)/TOtal; 
GeneratiOn:  

.§PeCifitrnateriai type(s) 
: 

:1Litt:prOtliams With 
multiple; materiels:  

toget.ler) 

,..:.::•::.::-.{.;:::::,-,:..:. 

Specific conversion 

SOOrCe 
factor used (if any) and  

Type of teototoAnd IOCallon:OUrecord 

Enter program  name N/A':  

40........ to. ... - ....••:. 114 
Coin in l . :,: 2 

.. 
,.. •-•4 .... 

.... — - ... 
- 

Subtotal Ne0-F001001i01' 
Diversion  :98;9.19 73;755 : :::.131;508 : : Al s...2°4:: 

,....: 
'.. .t g: ,0090.f.i0t100410.1. 

eet " :Vi et 

.., 

: .. .... 

..... 

... `:> :>:>::»:::::::::<:>:>:::»a  .,. 
w ... .:...•. .... ... , 

ADC 0 N/A 98;919 : 8A% 
SItid00:: 0 N/A  7 

Scrap iiietaUL 1,428 N/A . l,42.13:::  .4::::1!)/.ii......::::::. 
construction  an 

demolition:' 386,435 IN/K.: H:::..3.8.6,435 ......;32;9%::. :  _ :!Laiilfill sawa§w. 0 :NW, 
Subtotal ;Ret. ideOtiel/..NOti.  
Retidential:D001:006.:. 107;80C ::49.6;993: :4.1.2 .AW: 

I I 

Tool Roo"No44Ro*:pouite  
:.:R0c11.1CtiOiri::700t 25,06t ;: :: 26 035: :: 51 ;096 44% 

Total D iOeft10.117601t I2.4.,025 g 73,755 ':. 597::,7130. : 511'/OW 
70101::Di$ p000!Tclwftc.:#w 

Sec :j::   , 575;150 : - 575,156 : :: ::4%0IN: 
Total: GenetatiOt:: (Diiit DiS)::  :t099,181 73,755:: *1;172;936: 

: : :::;:::: : .5170 ::; 

':i::i::;::11.;::MHIN.::Mli.iigi.;'::giliNeeleanni,Mil.igig:SigiiiiiiggiingingntaRngRMgniiii.MMEgglNMiln .g4 igEMM:::;N:ii.g:=1.:.MiSigi::On.MiMiffi::i:a:AiS:gii:.i.ii.i::Mtaifigig 

lDiVetsiirili.: Rate;:': : ..... ... .... „...... .. . .. ..... .... ........... 
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Agenda Item 23 
Attachment 2a 

Board Meeting 
June 14-15, 2005 

11. For each restricted waste type [(i.e. agricultural waste, inert solids (e.g. concrete, asphalt, dirt, etc.), scrap metals and 
white goods (PRC Section 41781.2)] and associated program, please provide the following information: 

a. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990, complete the following table: 
(Note: program name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type, for example diversion conducted by City 
Public Waste Dept.) — - 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program name Year started Tonnage 

Inert Solids Recycling Programs at New C&D Facilities 1991 299,948 
Inert Solids Recycling - Non Extrapolated Restricted Materials (Inorganics) 1990 56,020 
Inert Solids Source Reduction Programs at Landfills 1995 6,082 
Inert Solids Source Reduction - Non Extrapolated Restricted Materials (Inc 1990 8,063 
Inert Solids Recycling Programs by DPW - Roads Division 1998 16,323 
Scrap Metal Recycling - Non Extrapolated Restricted Materials (Metals) 1990' 1,428 

b. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, on a separate sheet, marked attachment 11 b, provide the 
following documentation: (Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already been approved by the Board, 
you do not have to provide an attachment 11 b for that waste type and program. Instead 
please provide date of Board approval of previous submitted information.) (Date) 

If documentation is not available, go to 11d. 
§ How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which specifically resulted in the diversion 
[PRC Sec. 41781.2 (c) (1)]. 

§ That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less than or equal to the amount of that 
waste type disposed at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year before 1990. (Note: this criterion is 
applicable to the entire jurisdiction, not to individual programs [PRC Sec. 41781.2 (c) (2)]). Please include documentation. 
§ The jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion programs in its Source Reduction and 
Recycling Element. 4. 

C. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 11 b is available (but not yet 
approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program claimed: 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New base year or reporting year 
diversion tonnage 

d. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in llb is not available, please 
complete the table below for each program claimed. (Note: Only the difference between the new base year/reporting year 
and 1990 can be counted in the diversion rate calculation.) 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program name New base year or 
reporting year tonnage 

1990 diversion 
tonnage 

Difference 

pull down for waste types 

pull down for waste types 

pull down for waste types 

pull down for waste types 

pull down for waste types 

pull down for waste types 
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 23 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 2a 

County of San Diego Unincorporated Areas 
Site Visit Information for All Sites (by diversion tons) 
DIVERSION INFORMATION BY SITE 

Reference SIC - Business Type Activity Description # of Source Reduction Recycling Restricted Metal Restricted C/D Composting Material Type Conversion Factor Source 
Number Employee (pounds) (pounds) (pounds) (pounds) (pounds) (category) (weight per count) 

Total All Sites 40,208,862 46,475,754 8,570,410 429,951,446 36,030,598 

1 1794-Excavation work 
Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 12 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 1855.18Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

1 1794-Excavation work 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 12 0 Organic 46.69Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

1 1794-Excavation work 
Recycling Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 12 111,949,984 

Construction and 
Demolition 2385.54Ibs/unit 

CM/MB Density 
Tables 

SITE TOTAL 12 0 0 0 111,949,984 0 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 75 3,182,344 

Construction and 
Demolition 2441.25Ibs/unit Tellus 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers Recycling Other office paper 75 6,625 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

Reuse Concrete new/expanded 
only 75 15,838,393 

Construction and 
Demolition 150Ibs/unit FEECO 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 75 4,773,516 

Construction and 
Demolition 2441.25Ibs/unit Tellus 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 75 0 Metal 30Ibs/unit x 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers Source reduction Paper bags 75 2,607 Paper 0.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 75 5,223 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 75 3,351,430 

Construction and 
Demolition 2570.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 75 152,208 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 75 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers Recycling Wood pallets 75 50,400 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 75 150 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers Source reduction Tires 75 5,334 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 75 8,320 62,247 152,208 27,145,682 0 

3 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 3,258,929 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

3 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Composting Manures (nonag 
use only) 6 9,615,360 Organic 1252Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

3 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Newspaper 6 156 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

3 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 106 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

3 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 6 10,000 Organic 500Ibs/unit USEPA 

3 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 6 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 6 3,268,929 322 0 0 9,615,360 

County of San Diego Unincorporated Areas Section 9B - All Non-Residential Audits Page 1 of 63 
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County of San Diego Unincorporated Areas
Site Visit Information for All Sites (by diversion tons)
DIVERSION INFORMATION BY SITE

Reference SIC - Business Type Activity Description # of Source Reduction Recycling Restricted Metal Restricted C/D Composting Material Type Conversion Factor Source
Number Employee (pounds) (pounds) (pounds) (pounds) (pounds) (category) (weight per count)

Total All Sites 40,208,862 46,475,754 8,570,410 429,951,446 36,030,598

1 1794-Excavation work
Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 12 0

Construction and 
Demolition 1855.18lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

1 1794-Excavation work
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 12 0 Organic 46.69lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

1 1794-Excavation work
Recycling Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 12 111,949,984

Construction and 
Demolition 2385.54lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

SITE TOTAL 12 0 0 0 111,949,984 0

2
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 75 3,182,344

Construction and 
Demolition 2441.25lbs/unit Tellus

2
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers Recycling Other office paper 75 6,625 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

2
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers

Reuse Concrete new/expanded 
only 75 15,838,393

Construction and 
Demolition 150lbs/unit FEECO

2
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 75 4,773,516

Construction and 
Demolition 2441.25lbs/unit Tellus

2
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers

Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 75 0 Metal 30lbs/unit x

2
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers Source reduction Paper bags 75 2,607 Paper 0.5lbs/unit USEPA

2
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 75 5,223 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

2
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 75 3,351,430

Construction and 
Demolition 2570.96lbs/unit Tellus

2
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 75 152,208 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

2
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 75 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

2
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers Recycling Wood pallets 75 50,400 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

2
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 75 150 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

2
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers Source reduction Tires 75 5,334 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 75 8,320 62,247 152,208 27,145,682 0

3
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 3,258,929 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

3
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Composting Manures (nonag 
use only) 6 9,615,360 Organic 1252lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

3
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Newspaper 6 156 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

3
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 106 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

3
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 6 10,000 Organic 500lbs/unit USEPA

3
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 6 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 6 3,268,929 322 0 0 9,615,360
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4 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 8 3,650,000 Organic 500Ibs/unit USEPA 

4 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 8 198 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

4 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 8 20 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

4 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Recycling Agricultural crop 
residues (nonag use only) 8 140,786 Organic 5lbs/unit FEECO 

4 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 8 80 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

4 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 8 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 8 218 3,790,866 0 0 0 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 134.5 54,360 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 9,000 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 134.5 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 134.5 1,760,000 Organic 440Ibs/unit Tellus 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 24,990 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 134.5 720 Metal 30Ibs/unit x 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 350 Organic 6.7123Ibs/unit x 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Agricultural 
crop residues (nonag use only) 134.5 175,982 Organic 5lbs/unit FEECO 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 134.5 573,571 Organic 440Ibs/unit Tellus 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 11,200 Organic 280Ibs/unit LA Co 11.98 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services Source reduction Lumber 134.5 1,213 

Construction and 
Demolition 202.2Ibs/unit 

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 134.5 21,080 Organic 527Ibs/unit Tellus 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Reuse Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 134.5 3,624 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 5,000 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 134.5 7,248 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services Source reduction Lumber 134.5 1,820 

Construction and 
Demolition 202.2Ibs/unit 

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average 

SITE TOTAL 134.5 2,584,207 0 65,952 0 0 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Misc. plastic containers 320 2 Plastic 0.0469Ibs/unit USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Other office paper 320 14,738 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 970,000 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

County of San Diego Unincorporated Areas Section 9B - All Non-Residential Audits Page 2 of 63 
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4
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 8 3,650,000 Organic 500lbs/unit USEPA

4
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 8 198 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

4
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 8 20 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

4
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Recycling Agricultural crop 
residues (nonag use only) 8 140,786 Organic 5lbs/unit FEECO

4
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 8 80 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

4
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 8 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 8 218 3,790,866 0 0 0

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 134.5 54,360 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 9,000 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 134.5 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96lbs/unit Tellus

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 134.5 1,760,000 Organic 440lbs/unit Tellus

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 24,990 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 134.5 720 Metal 30lbs/unit x

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 350 Organic 6.7123lbs/unit x

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Agricultural 
crop residues (nonag use only) 134.5 175,982 Organic 5lbs/unit FEECO

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 134.5 573,571 Organic 440lbs/unit Tellus

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 11,200 Organic 280lbs/unit LA Co 11.98

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services Source reduction Lumber 134.5 1,213

Construction and 
Demolition 202.2lbs/unit

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 134.5 21,080 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Reuse Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 134.5 3,624 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 5,000 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 134.5 7,248 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services Source reduction Lumber 134.5 1,820

Construction and 
Demolition 202.2lbs/unit

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average

SITE TOTAL 134.5 2,584,207 0 65,952 0 0

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Misc. plastic containers 320 2 Plastic 0.0469lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Other office paper 320 14,738 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 970,000 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh
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6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 679,000 Plastic 0.7Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse HDPE containers 320 72 Plastic 1.2Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Tires 320 3,840 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 900 Plastic 15Ibs/unit UCLA /rs 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 320 3,911 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 918 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Tires 320 2,400 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 873,000 Plastic 0.9Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 2,008 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 320 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 320 13,228 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 171 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Composting Leaves and grass 320 10,419 Organic 74.42Ibs/unit Tellus 
SITE TOTAL 320 2,534,342 17,138 13,228 0 10,419 

7 8711-Engineering services 
Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 33 1,855,180 

Construction and 
Demolition 1855.18Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

7 8711-Engineering services Recycling Newspaper 33 391 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

7 8711-Engineering services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 33 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

7 8711-Engineering services Reuse Office white ledger 33 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

7 8711-Engineering services 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 33 20,596 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

7 8711-Engineering services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 33 115 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

7 8711-Engineering services 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 33 11,778 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

7 8711-Engineering services 
Reuse Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 33 194,850 

Construction and 
Demolition 45Ibs/unit FEECO 

7 8711-Engineering services 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 33 20,596 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 41,597 391 11,778 2,050,030 0 

8 
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work Reuse Office white ledger 27 100 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

8 
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work 

Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 27 1,564,286 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit x 

8 
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 27 185,759 Metal llbs/unit x 

8 
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 27 92,879 Organic llbs/unit x 

8 
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work 

Recycling Asphalt paving 
new/expanded °nix 27 185,759 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit x 

8 
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work 

Recycling Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 27 0 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 100 92,879 185,759 1,750,045 0 

9 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 140 624,040 Organic llbs/unit x 
9 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 140 140,320 Organic llbs/unit x 
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6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 679,000 Plastic 0.7lbs/unit UCLA /sh

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse HDPE containers 320 72 Plastic 1.2lbs/unit UCLA /sh

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Tires 320 3,840 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 900 Plastic 15lbs/unit UCLA /rs

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 320 3,911 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 918 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Tires 320 2,400 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 873,000 Plastic 0.9lbs/unit UCLA /sh

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 2,008 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 320 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 320 13,228 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 171 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Composting Leaves and grass 320 10,419 Organic 74.42lbs/unit Tellus
SITE TOTAL 320 2,534,342 17,138 13,228 0 10,419

7 8711-Engineering services
Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 33 1,855,180

Construction and 
Demolition 1855.18lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

7 8711-Engineering services Recycling Newspaper 33 391 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

7 8711-Engineering services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 33 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

7 8711-Engineering services Reuse Office white ledger 33 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

7 8711-Engineering services
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 33 20,596 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

7 8711-Engineering services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 33 115 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

7 8711-Engineering services
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 33 11,778 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

7 8711-Engineering services
Reuse Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 33 194,850

Construction and 
Demolition 45lbs/unit FEECO

7 8711-Engineering services
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 33 20,596 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 41,597 391 11,778 2,050,030 0

8
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work Reuse Office white ledger 27 100 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

8
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work

Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 27 1,564,286

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

8
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 27 185,759 Metal 1lbs/unit x

8
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 27 92,879 Organic 1lbs/unit x

8
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work

Recycling Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 27 185,759

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

8
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work

Recycling Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 27 0

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 100 92,879 185,759 1,750,045 0

9 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 140 624,040 Organic 1lbs/unit x
9 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 140 140,320 Organic 1lbs/unit x
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9 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 140 1,002,260 Paper llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 0 1,766,620 0 0 0 

10 7992-Public golf courses Recycling Tires 30 300 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

10 7992-Public golf courses Composting Leaves and grass 30 68,229 Organic 250Ibs/unit 
California Turf 
Grass Study 

10 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 30 1,626,414 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

10 7992-Public golf courses Scavenging Wood pallets 30 800 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 
10 7992-Public golf courses Recycling Food 30 3,885 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

10 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 53 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 

10 7992-Public golf courses 
Composting Prunings and 
trimmings 30 8,640 Organic 1081bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,626,467 4,985 0 0 76,869 

11 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 65 1,095,000 Paper llbs/unit x 

11 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 65 1,173 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

11 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 65 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

11 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 65 2,972 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

11 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic 65 8,231 Plastic 22.55Ibs/unit 
CIWMB Density 
Tables 

11 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic 65 9,642 Plastic 22.55Ibs/unit 
CIWMB Density 
Tables 

11 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 65 29,200 Organic llbs/unit x 
11 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 65 129,288 Organic 57Ibs/unit FEECO 
11 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 65 12,023 Organic 54.9Ibs/unit FEECO 

11 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 65 130 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 174,907 1,112,872 0 0 0 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 320 652 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 320 280 E-Waste 28Ibs/unit BUG 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 320 1,030,958 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 320 1,525 E-Waste 20.33Ibs/unit LA Study 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 2,086 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 320 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 320 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment Reuse Office white ledger 320 240 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 104,286 Paper llbs/unit x 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 320 4,724 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment Recycling Other office paper 320 5,006 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 320 2,775 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

SITE TOTAL 11,275 1,140,250 4,724 0 0 
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9 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 140 1,002,260 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 1,766,620 0 0 0

10 7992-Public golf courses Recycling Tires 30 300 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

10 7992-Public golf courses Composting Leaves and grass 30 68,229 Organic 250lbs/unit
California Turf 
Grass Study

10 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 30 1,626,414 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

10 7992-Public golf courses Scavenging Wood pallets 30 800 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA
10 7992-Public golf courses Recycling Food 30 3,885 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

10 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 53 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

10 7992-Public golf courses
Composting Prunings and 
trimmings 30 8,640 Organic 108lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,626,467 4,985 0 0 76,869

11 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 65 1,095,000 Paper 1lbs/unit x

11 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 65 1,173 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

11 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 65 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

11 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 65 2,972 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

11 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic 65 8,231 Plastic 22.55lbs/unit
CIWMB Density 
Tables

11 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic 65 9,642 Plastic 22.55lbs/unit
CIWMB Density 
Tables

11 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 65 29,200 Organic 1lbs/unit x
11 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 65 129,288 Organic 57lbs/unit FEECO
11 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 65 12,023 Organic 54.9lbs/unit FEECO

11 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 65 130 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 174,907 1,112,872 0 0 0

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 320 652 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 320 280 E-Waste 28lbs/unit BUG

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 320 1,030,958 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 320 1,525 E-Waste 20.33lbs/unit LA Study

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 2,086 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 320 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 320 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment Reuse Office white ledger 320 240 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 104,286 Paper 1lbs/unit x

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 320 4,724 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment Recycling Other office paper 320 5,006 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 320 2,775 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

SITE TOTAL 11,275 1,140,250 4,724 0 0
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13 3441-Fabricated structural metal 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 140 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

13 3441-Fabricated structural metal 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 140 944,829 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

13 3441-Fabricated structural metal 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 140 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,669 0 944,829 0 0 

14 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic 75 1,304 Plastic llbs/unit x 
14 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 75 189,450 Organic 54.9Ibs/unit FEECO 

14 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 75 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

14 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Food 75 9,125 Organic llbs/unit x 

14 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 75 638,750 Paper llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 9,155 829,503 0 0 0 

15 8000-Health services 
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 105 0 Metal 60.5Ibs/unit BUG 

15 8000-Health services 
Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 105 15 Paper llbs/unit x 

15 8000-Health services 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 105 330 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

15 8000-Health services 
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 105 102 E-Waste 20.33Ibs/unit LA Study 

15 8000-Health services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 105 120 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

15 8000-Health services 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 105 7,312 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

15 8000-Health services Reuse PETE containers 105 196 Plastic 0.0938Ibs/unit USEPA corr. 

15 8000-Health services 
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 105 278 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

15 8000-Health services Recycling Tires 105 60 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

15 8000-Health services Recycling Other office paper 105 15,164 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 
CIWMB Density 
Tables 

15 8000-Health services 
Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 105 803,000 Organic 440Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 1,039 825,535 0 0 0 

16 5311-Department Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 165 730,000 Paper llbs/unit x 

16 5311-Department Stores 
Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 165 31,286 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 761,286 0 0 0 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 275 12 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Wood pallets 275 960 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Wood pallets 275 480 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Food 275 4,920 Organic 410Ibs/unit USEPA 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 275 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Tires 275 8,000 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 275 10,445 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Material exchange Textiles 275 23,464 Organic 225Ibs/unit Tellus 
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13 3441-Fabricated structural metal
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 140 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

13 3441-Fabricated structural metal
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 140 944,829 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

13 3441-Fabricated structural metal
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 140 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,669 0 944,829 0 0

14 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic 75 1,304 Plastic 1lbs/unit x
14 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 75 189,450 Organic 54.9lbs/unit FEECO

14 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 75 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

14 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Food 75 9,125 Organic 1lbs/unit x

14 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 75 638,750 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 9,155 829,503 0 0 0

15 8000-Health services
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 105 0 Metal 60.5lbs/unit BUG

15 8000-Health services
Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 105 15 Paper 1lbs/unit x

15 8000-Health services
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 105 330 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

15 8000-Health services
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 105 102 E-Waste 20.33lbs/unit LA Study

15 8000-Health services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 105 120 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

15 8000-Health services
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 105 7,312 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

15 8000-Health services Reuse PETE containers 105 196 Plastic 0.0938lbs/unit USEPA corr.

15 8000-Health services
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 105 278 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

15 8000-Health services Recycling Tires 105 60 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

15 8000-Health services Recycling Other office paper 105 15,164 Paper 363.51lbs/unit
CIWMB Density 
Tables

15 8000-Health services
Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 105 803,000 Organic 440lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 1,039 825,535 0 0 0

16 5311-Department Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 165 730,000 Paper 1lbs/unit x

16 5311-Department Stores
Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 165 31,286 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 761,286 0 0 0

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 275 12 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Wood pallets 275 960 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Wood pallets 275 480 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Food 275 4,920 Organic 410lbs/unit USEPA

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 275 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Tires 275 8,000 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 275 10,445 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Material exchange Textiles 275 23,464 Organic 225lbs/unit Tellus
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17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 275 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 275 36,240 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 275 114 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Leaves and grass 275 599,643 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Food 275 156 Organic llbs/unit x 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 275 70,664 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 24,036 95,469 36,240 0 599,643 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 150 2,240 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Food 150 2,034 Organic 30Ibs/unit x 
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 150 401 Organic 4.45Ibs/unit LA Study 
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 150 186 Special Waste 74.33Ibs/unit LA Study 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 150 10,831 Organic 84.4Ibs/unit Tellus 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 150 5,760 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 150 2,270 Organic 2.27Ibs/unit LA Study 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels 

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 150 0 Metal 1.25Ibs/unit LA Study 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 240 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 150 233 Organic 2.33Ibs/unit LA Study 
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 150 5,805 Organic 2.7Ibs/unit LA Study 
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 150 15,539 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 150 554 Organic 1.23Ibs/unit LA Study 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Composting Leaves and grass 150 648,824 Organic 280Ibs/unit LA Co 11.98 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite paper 150 720 Paper llbs/unit x 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 150 5,285 Special Waste 151Ibs/unit LA Study 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 150 860 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 32,025 23,539 0 0 648,824 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 85 57 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 85 103 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 85 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 85 0 Metal llbs/unit x 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 85 44,165 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Composting Prunings and 
trimmings 85 22,526 Organic 1081bs/unit USEPA 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Leaves and grass 85 5,600 Organic 280Ibs/unit LA Co 11.98 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 85 13,057 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Office white ledger 85 913 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Leaves and grass 85 570,313 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

SITE TOTAL 1,672 57,222 0 0 598,438 
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17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 275 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 275 36,240 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 275 114 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Leaves and grass 275 599,643 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Food 275 156 Organic 1lbs/unit x

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 275 70,664 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 24,036 95,469 36,240 0 599,643

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 150 2,240 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Food 150 2,034 Organic 30lbs/unit x
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 150 401 Organic 4.45lbs/unit LA Study
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 150 186 Special Waste 74.33lbs/unit LA Study

18 7011-Hotels and Motels
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 150 10,831 Organic 84.4lbs/unit Tellus

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 150 5,760 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 150 2,270 Organic 2.27lbs/unit LA Study

18 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

18 7011-Hotels and Motels

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 150 0 Metal 1.25lbs/unit LA Study

18 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 240 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 150 233 Organic 2.33lbs/unit LA Study
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 150 5,805 Organic 2.7lbs/unit LA Study
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 150 15,539 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 150 554 Organic 1.23lbs/unit LA Study

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Composting Leaves and grass 150 648,824 Organic 280lbs/unit LA Co 11.98

18 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite paper 150 720 Paper 1lbs/unit x

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 150 5,285 Special Waste 151lbs/unit LA Study

18 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 150 860 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 32,025 23,539 0 0 648,824

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 85 57 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 85 103 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 85 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 85 0 Metal 1lbs/unit x

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 85 44,165 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Composting Prunings and 
trimmings 85 22,526 Organic 108lbs/unit USEPA

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Leaves and grass 85 5,600 Organic 280lbs/unit LA Co 11.98

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 85 13,057 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Office white ledger 85 913 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Leaves and grass 85 570,313 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

SITE TOTAL 1,672 57,222 0 0 598,438
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 23 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 2a 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Other office 
paper 450 960 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily metal 450 3,912 E-Waste 49Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 930 Metal 186Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 10,761 Metal 134.8Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 7,222 Special Waste 45.25Ibs/unit BUG 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 450 12,725 E-Waste 159.4Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 2,395 Metal llbs/unit x 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 15,806 Metal 198Ibs/unit Tellus 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 11,863 Special Waste 74.33Ibs/unit LA Study 
20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 450 2,682 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 450 22 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 450 215 Organic 1.23Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite paper 450 480 Paper llbs/unit x 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 450 1,197 Metal llbs/unit x 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 450 45,886 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Office colored ledger 450 1,559 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 
CIWMB Density 
Tables 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Food 450 1,564 Organic 30Ibs/unit x 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 450 13 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Recycling Phone books and 
directories 450 4,800 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 450 2,898 Metal 36.3Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 450 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Food 450 1,564 Organic 30Ibs/unit x 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 450 30 Plastic llbs/unit x 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 450 225 Organic 30Ibs/unit LA Co 11.98 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 450 104,453 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 950 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 22,152 Special Waste 138.8Ibs/unit BUG 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Reuse Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 450 73,140 

Construction and 
Demolition 1380Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 7,831 Metal 98.1Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 450 11,598 Metal 226.5Ibs/unit USEPA 
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20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Other office 
paper 450 960 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily metal 450 3,912 E-Waste 49lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 930 Metal 186lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 10,761 Metal 134.8lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 7,222 Special Waste 45.25lbs/unit BUG

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 450 12,725 E-Waste 159.4lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 2,395 Metal 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 15,806 Metal 198lbs/unit Tellus

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 11,863 Special Waste 74.33lbs/unit LA Study
20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 450 2,682 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 450 22 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 450 215 Organic 1.23lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite paper 450 480 Paper 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 450 1,197 Metal 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 450 45,886 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Office colored ledger 450 1,559 Paper 363.51lbs/unit
CIWMB Density 
Tables

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Food 450 1,564 Organic 30lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 450 13 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Recycling Phone books and 
directories 450 4,800 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 450 2,898 Metal 36.3lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 450 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Food 450 1,564 Organic 30lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 450 30 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 450 225 Organic 30lbs/unit LA Co 11.98

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 450 104,453 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 950 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 22,152 Special Waste 138.8lbs/unit BUG

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Reuse Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 450 73,140

Construction and 
Demolition 1380lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 7,831 Metal 98.1lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 450 11,598 Metal 226.5lbs/unit USEPA
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20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 24,100 Special Waste 151Ibs/unit LA Study 
20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 450 400 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 450 11,534 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 13,882 Metal 173.9Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 450 0 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 450 10,000 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 450 12,743 Organic 463.39Ibs/unit Tellus 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 450 26,350 Organic 527Ibs/unit Tellus 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 450 160 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 450 1,597 Metal llbs/unit x 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 450 178 Organic 4.45Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 7,105 Special Waste 89Ibs/unit BUG 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 0 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 450 63 Plastic llbs/unit x 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 450 4,470 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 36,868 Special Waste 231Ibs/unit BUG 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 500 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 450 13,917 Special Waste 174.33Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite 
construction and demolition 
new/expanded only 450 174 

Construction and 
Demolition 38.67Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite 
construction and demolition 
new/expanded only 450 180 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit x 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite 
construction and demolition 
new/expanded only 450 450 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit x 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 450 105 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Other office paper 450 1,489 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 
CIWMB Density 
Tables 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 300 Plastic llbs/unit x 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 120 Plastic 1.2Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 240 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 450 525 Metal llbs/unit x 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 450 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 450 792 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 450 540 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unit USEPA 
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20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 24,100 Special Waste 151lbs/unit LA Study
20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 450 400 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 450 11,534 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 13,882 Metal 173.9lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 450 0 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 450 10,000 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 450 12,743 Organic 463.39lbs/unit Tellus

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 450 26,350 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 450 160 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 450 1,597 Metal 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 450 178 Organic 4.45lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 7,105 Special Waste 89lbs/unit BUG

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 0 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 450 63 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 450 4,470 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 36,868 Special Waste 231lbs/unit BUG

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 500 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 450 13,917 Special Waste 174.33lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite 
construction and demolition 
new/expanded only 450 174

Construction and 
Demolition 38.67lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite 
construction and demolition 
new/expanded only 450 180

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite 
construction and demolition 
new/expanded only 450 450

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 450 105 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Other office paper 450 1,489 Paper 363.51lbs/unit
CIWMB Density 
Tables

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 300 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 120 Plastic 1.2lbs/unit UCLA /sh

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 240 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

20 7011-Hotels and Motels

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 450 525 Metal 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 450 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 450 792 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 450 540 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA
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20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 450 360 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 258,323 120,013 69,421 73,944 0 

21 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Recycling Major appliances 
new/expanded only 7 383,641 Metal 98.1Ibs/unit LA Study 

21 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

21 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Recycling Major appliances 
new/expanded only 7 16,295 Metal llbs/unit x 

21 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 11,471 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

21 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Source reduction Major 
appliances new/expanded only 7 78,255 Metal 173.9Ibs/unit LA Study 

SITE TOTAL 11,732 0 478,191 0 0 

22 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Recycling Manures (nonag use 
only) 1 417,810 Organic 1252Ibs/unit Tellus 

22 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 264 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

22 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 1 33,789 Organic 15Ibs/unit FEECO 

22 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

22 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 334 451,599 0 0 0 

23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 110 2,008 Organic llbs/unit x 
23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 110 31,286 Organic llbs/unit x 
23 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic 110 5,565 Plastic 3.68Ibs/unit Tellus 
23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Bulky items 110 75 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

23 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 110 375,429 Paper 900Ibs/unit USEPA 

23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Bulky items 110 50 Special Waste llbs/unit x 
23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 110 1,304 Organic llbs/unit x 
23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 110 10,689 Organic 410Ibs/unit USEPA 

23 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 110 90 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

23 5411-Grocery Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 110 139 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 45,640 380,993 0 0 0 

24 
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables Source reduction Lumber 98 200 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit x 

24 
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 98 125,451 Organic 343.7Ibs/unit Tellus 

24 
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables 

Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers 98 133 Plastic 32Ibs/unit USEPA 

24 
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables Reuse Office white ledger 98 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

24 
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 98 24,038 Paper 50.081bs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

24 
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables Source reduction Food 98 200,000 Organic llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 325,711 24,172 0 0 0 

25 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 18 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

25 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 18 100,180 

Construction and 
Demolition 1855.18Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

25 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Recycling Tires 18 2,400 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 
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20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 450 360 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 258,323 120,013 69,421 73,944 0

21
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Recycling Major appliances 
new/expanded only 7 383,641 Metal 98.1lbs/unit LA Study

21
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

21
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Recycling Major appliances 
new/expanded only 7 16,295 Metal 1lbs/unit x

21
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 11,471 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

21
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Source reduction Major 
appliances new/expanded only 7 78,255 Metal 173.9lbs/unit LA Study

SITE TOTAL 11,732 0 478,191 0 0

22
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Recycling Manures (nonag use 
only) 1 417,810 Organic 1252lbs/unit Tellus

22
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 264 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

22
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 1 33,789 Organic 15lbs/unit FEECO

22
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

22
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 334 451,599 0 0 0

23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 110 2,008 Organic 1lbs/unit x
23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 110 31,286 Organic 1lbs/unit x
23 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic 110 5,565 Plastic 3.68lbs/unit Tellus
23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Bulky items 110 75 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

23 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 110 375,429 Paper 900lbs/unit USEPA

23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Bulky items 110 50 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x
23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 110 1,304 Organic 1lbs/unit x
23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 110 10,689 Organic 410lbs/unit USEPA

23 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 110 90 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

23 5411-Grocery Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 110 139 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 45,640 380,993 0 0 0

24
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables Source reduction Lumber 98 200

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

24
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 98 125,451 Organic 343.7lbs/unit Tellus

24
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables

Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers 98 133 Plastic 32lbs/unit USEPA

24
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables Reuse Office white ledger 98 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

24
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 98 24,038 Paper 50.08lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

24
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables Source reduction Food 98 200,000 Organic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 325,711 24,172 0 0 0

25
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 18 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

25
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 18 100,180

Construction and 
Demolition 1855.18lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

25
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Recycling Tires 18 2,400 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA
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25 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Reuse Tires 18 1,600 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

25 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Recycling Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 18 100,050 

Construction and 
Demolition 1380Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

25 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Reuse Branches and stumps 18 129,600 Organic 1080Ibs/unit Tellus 

25 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 18 3,624 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

25 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 18 38 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 131,268 2,400 3,624 200,230 0 

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c. 
Scavenging 
Remainder/composite organic 35 1,318 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c. 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 35 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 35 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 35 620 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c. 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 35 326,160 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 276 1,938 326,160 0 0 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 1600 2,400 Metal llbs/unit x 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 1600 36 Plastic llbs/unit x 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Recycling Other office paper 1600 24,000 Paper llbs/unit x 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1600 6,891 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1600 120,000 Paper llbs/unit x 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1600 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Material exchange Bulky items 1600 697 Special Waste 174.33Ibs/unit LA Study 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 1600 450 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Material exchange Bulky items 1600 90 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Recycling Durable plastic items 1600 3,000 Plastic llbs/unit x 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Composting Leaves and grass 1600 116,670 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals 

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 1600 0 Metal llbs/unit x 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Material exchange Bulky items 1600 1,800 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 10,564 149,400 0 0 116,670 

28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 18 3,585 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 18 70,393 Paper 900Ibs/unit USEPA 

28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 18 50,000 Organic 500Ibs/unit USEPA 

28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores Reuse Food 18 2,700 Organic llbs/unit x 

28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores Recycling Newspaper 18 1,043 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 
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25
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Reuse Tires 18 1,600 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

25
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Recycling Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 18 100,050

Construction and 
Demolition 1380lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

25
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Reuse Branches and stumps 18 129,600 Organic 1080lbs/unit Tellus

25
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 18 3,624 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

25
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 18 38 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 131,268 2,400 3,624 200,230 0

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c.
Scavenging 
Remainder/composite organic 35 1,318 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c.
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 35 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 35 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 35 620 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c.
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 35 326,160 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 276 1,938 326,160 0 0

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 1600 2,400 Metal 1lbs/unit x

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 1600 36 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Recycling Other office paper 1600 24,000 Paper 1lbs/unit x

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1600 6,891 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1600 120,000 Paper 1lbs/unit x

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1600 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Material exchange Bulky items 1600 697 Special Waste 174.33lbs/unit LA Study

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 1600 450 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Material exchange Bulky items 1600 90 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Recycling Durable plastic items 1600 3,000 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Composting Leaves and grass 1600 116,670 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 1600 0 Metal 1lbs/unit x

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Material exchange Bulky items 1600 1,800 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 10,564 149,400 0 0 116,670

28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 18 3,585 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 18 70,393 Paper 900lbs/unit USEPA

28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 18 50,000 Organic 500lbs/unit USEPA

28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores Reuse Food 18 2,700 Organic 1lbs/unit x

28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores Recycling Newspaper 18 1,043 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.
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28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 18 78,214 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores 

Material exchange Manures 
(nonag use only) 18 62,300 Organic 41.2Ibs/unit FEECO 

28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores Recycling Food 18 8,200 Organic 410Ibs/unit USEPA 

28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 18 88 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 196,887 79,636 0 0 0 

29 8712-Architectural services 
Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 10 264,269 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

29 8712-Architectural services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

29 8712-Architectural services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 26 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 86 264,269 0 0 0 

30 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Durable plastic items 120 1,125 Plastic 15Ibs/unit UCLA /rs 

30 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Composting 
Remainder/composite organic 120 125,000 Organic 500Ibs/unit USEPA 

30 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 120 98,859 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

30 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Composting Prunings and 
trimmings 120 29,160 Organic 1081bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 99,984 0 0 154,160 

31 
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning Recycling Durable plastic items 200 6 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

31 
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 200 1,032 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

31 
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning Recycling Office white ledger 200 7,821 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

31 
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning 

Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 200 3,129 Paper 3lbs/unit UCLA irs 

31 
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 200 220,043 Organic 84.4Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 223,171 8,860 0 0 0 

32 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 47 25,550 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

32 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 47 189,545 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

32 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 47 1,564 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

32 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 47 34 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 27,148 189,545 0 0 0 

33 

0291-General Farms, Primarily 
Livestock and Animal 
Specialties Reuse Film plastic 4 250 Plastic 4.8Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

33 

0291-General Farms, Primarily 
Livestock and Animal 
Specialties 

Recycling Manures (nonag use 
only) 4 0 Organic 1252Ibs/unit Tellus 

33 

0291-General Farms, Primarily 
Livestock and Animal 
Specialties 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 4 211,179 Organic 15Ibs/unit FEECO 
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28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 18 78,214 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores

Material exchange Manures 
(nonag use only) 18 62,300 Organic 41.2lbs/unit FEECO

28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores Recycling Food 18 8,200 Organic 410lbs/unit USEPA

28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 18 88 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 196,887 79,636 0 0 0

29 8712-Architectural services
Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 10 264,269 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

29 8712-Architectural services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

29 8712-Architectural services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 26 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 86 264,269 0 0 0

30 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Durable plastic items 120 1,125 Plastic 15lbs/unit UCLA /rs

30 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Composting 
Remainder/composite organic 120 125,000 Organic 500lbs/unit USEPA

30 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 120 98,859 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

30 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Composting Prunings and 
trimmings 120 29,160 Organic 108lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 99,984 0 0 154,160

31
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning Recycling Durable plastic items 200 6 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

31
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 200 1,032 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

31
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning Recycling Office white ledger 200 7,821 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

31
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning

Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 200 3,129 Paper 3lbs/unit UCLA /rs

31
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 200 220,043 Organic 84.4lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 223,171 8,860 0 0 0

32
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 47 25,550 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

32
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 47 189,545 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

32
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 47 1,564 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

32
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 47 34 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 27,148 189,545 0 0 0

33

0291-General Farms, Primarily 
Livestock and Animal 
Specialties Reuse Film plastic 4 250 Plastic 4.8lbs/unit UCLA /sh

33

0291-General Farms, Primarily 
Livestock and Animal 
Specialties

Recycling Manures (nonag use 
only) 4 0 Organic 1252lbs/unit Tellus

33

0291-General Farms, Primarily 
Livestock and Animal 
Specialties

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 4 211,179 Organic 15lbs/unit FEECO
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33 

0291-General Farms, Primarily 
Livestock and Animal 
Specialties Recycling Newspaper 4 365 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

SITE TOTAL 250 211,544 0 0 0 

34 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Food 20 3,520 Organic llbs/unit x 
34 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 20 18,771 Organic llbs/unit x 
34 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Food 20 480 Organic llbs/unit x 

34 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

34 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 20 125,143 Paper llbs/unit x 

34 5411-Grocery Stores 
Material exchange Misc. plastic 
containers 20 120 Plastic 0.42Ibs/unit USEPA 

34 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Bulky items 20 400 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

34 5411-Grocery Stores 
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite organic 20 150 Organic llbs/unit x 

34 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Food 20 4,171 Organic llbs/unit x 

34 5411-Grocery Stores 
Material exchange Prunings and 
trimmings 20 480 Organic llbs/unit x 

34 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 20 37,413 Organic 410Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 9,922 181,327 0 0 0 

35 
5963-Direct selling 
establishments 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 91 135 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

35 
5963-Direct selling 
establishments 

Source reduction Office 
computer paper 91 360 Paper llbs/unit x 

35 
5963-Direct selling 
establishments 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 91 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

35 
5963-Direct selling 
establishments 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 91 182,500 Paper llbs/unit x 

35 
5963-Direct selling 
establishments 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 91 5,000 Metal llbs/unit x 

35 
5963-Direct selling 
establishments 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 91 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 3,363 182,500 5,000 0 0 

36 5191-Farm supplies 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 10 1,043 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

36 5191-Farm supplies 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 10 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

36 5191-Farm supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 10 182,500 Organic llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 184,116 0 0 0 0 

37 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 115 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

37 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Composting Prunings and 
trimmings 11 100,000 Organic llbs/unit x 

37 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 11 0 Metal llbs/unit x 

37 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 11 3 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

37 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 11 78,214 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

37 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 11 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

37 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 53 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

37 

County of San Diego 

0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Unincorporated Areas 

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 11 

Section 9B - 

948 

All Non-Residential Audits 

Paper 363.5Ibs/unit USEPA 
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33

0291-General Farms, Primarily 
Livestock and Animal 
Specialties Recycling Newspaper 4 365 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

SITE TOTAL 250 211,544 0 0 0

34 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Food 20 3,520 Organic 1lbs/unit x
34 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 20 18,771 Organic 1lbs/unit x
34 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Food 20 480 Organic 1lbs/unit x

34 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

34 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 20 125,143 Paper 1lbs/unit x

34 5411-Grocery Stores
Material exchange Misc. plastic 
containers 20 120 Plastic 0.42lbs/unit USEPA

34 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Bulky items 20 400 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

34 5411-Grocery Stores
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite organic 20 150 Organic 1lbs/unit x

34 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Food 20 4,171 Organic 1lbs/unit x

34 5411-Grocery Stores
Material exchange Prunings and 
trimmings 20 480 Organic 1lbs/unit x

34 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 20 37,413 Organic 410lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 9,922 181,327 0 0 0

35
5963-Direct selling 
establishments

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 91 135 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

35
5963-Direct selling 
establishments

Source reduction Office 
computer paper 91 360 Paper 1lbs/unit x

35
5963-Direct selling 
establishments

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 91 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

35
5963-Direct selling 
establishments

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 91 182,500 Paper 1lbs/unit x

35
5963-Direct selling 
establishments

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 91 5,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

35
5963-Direct selling 
establishments

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 91 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 3,363 182,500 5,000 0 0

36 5191-Farm supplies
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 10 1,043 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

36 5191-Farm supplies
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 10 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

36 5191-Farm supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 10 182,500 Organic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 184,116 0 0 0 0

37
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 115 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

37
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Composting Prunings and 
trimmings 11 100,000 Organic 1lbs/unit x

37
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 11 0 Metal 1lbs/unit x

37
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 11 3 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

37
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 11 78,214 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

37
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 11 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

37
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 53 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

37
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 11 948 Paper 363.5lbs/unit USEPA
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SITE TOTAL 78,330 1,062 0 0 100,000 

38 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 250 1,440 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

38 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 250 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

38 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite organic 250 50 Organic llbs/unit x 

38 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 250 0 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit x 

38 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 250 27,500 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

38 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 250 30,000 Plastic llbs/unit x 

38 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 250 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

38 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 250 104,500 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 164,210 0 0 0 0 

39 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling 
cardboard 

Uncoated corrugated 
35 91,250 Paper llbs/unit x 

39 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 35 26,071 Organic llbs/unit x 
39 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 35 44,673 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 70,745 91,250 0 0 0 

40 
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 9 652 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

40 
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 9 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

40 
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites Reuse Prunings and trimmings 9 126,480 Organic 527Ibs/unit Tellus 

40 
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites Recycling Other office paper 9 13,211 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

40 
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites 

Recycling 
cardboard 

Uncoated corrugated 
9 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

40 
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 9 227 Metal 226.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

40 
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 9 6,257 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 133,419 13,441 227 0 0 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Prunings and trimmings 214 23,715 Organic 527Ibs/unit Tellus 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Branches and 
stumps 214 8,100 Organic 1080Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Tires 214 2,333 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Concrete 
new/expanded only 214 18,552 

Construction and 
Demolition 1855.18Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 214 0 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 214 90 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 214 720 Metal 30Ibs/unit x 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Other office paper 214 56,863 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 
CIWMB Density 
Tables 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Recycling 
cardboard 

Uncoated corrugated 
214 23,502 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 214 2,682 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

41 

County of San Diego 

7011-Hotels and Motels 

Unincorporated Areas 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 214 86 

Section 9B - All Non-Residential Audits 

Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 
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SITE TOTAL 78,330 1,062 0 0 100,000

38
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 250 1,440 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

38
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 250 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

38
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite organic 250 50 Organic 1lbs/unit x

38
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 250 0

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

38
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 250 27,500 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

38
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 250 30,000 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

38
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 250 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

38
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 250 104,500 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 164,210 0 0 0 0

39 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 35 91,250 Paper 1lbs/unit x

39 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 35 26,071 Organic 1lbs/unit x
39 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 35 44,673 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 70,745 91,250 0 0 0

40
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 9 652 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

40
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 9 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

40
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites Reuse Prunings and trimmings 9 126,480 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

40
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites Recycling Other office paper 9 13,211 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

40
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

40
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 9 227 Metal 226.5lbs/unit USEPA

40
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 9 6,257 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 133,419 13,441 227 0 0

41 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Prunings and trimmings 214 23,715 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

41 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Branches and 
stumps 214 8,100 Organic 1080lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

41 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Tires 214 2,333 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

41 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Concrete 
new/expanded only 214 18,552

Construction and 
Demolition 1855.18lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

41 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 214 0 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

41 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 214 90 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

41 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 214 720 Metal 30lbs/unit x

41 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Other office paper 214 56,863 Paper 363.51lbs/unit
CIWMB Density 
Tables

41 7011-Hotels and Motels
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 214 23,502 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

41 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 214 2,682 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

41 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 214 86 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
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SITE TOTAL 34,325 83,047 720 18,552 0 

42 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers Recycling Lumber 7 132,000 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit x 

42 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

42 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 276 132,000 0 0 0 

43 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 40 94,772 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

43 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 40 25,550 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

43 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 40 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 26,854 94,772 0 0 0 

44 4213-Trucking, Except Local 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

44 4213-Trucking, Except Local Recycling Wood pallets 20 4,171 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

44 4213-Trucking, Except Local 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 20 108,720 Metal 906Ibs/unit USEPA 

44 4213-Trucking, Except Local Recycling Lumber 20 2,000 
Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 261 6,171 108,720 0 0 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 60 22,411 Organic 46.69Ibs/unit Tellus 

45 7992-Public golf courses Source reduction Food 60 782 Organic llbs/unit x 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 60 16,894 Organic 108Ibs/unit USEPA 

45 7992-Public golf courses Source reduction Food 60 9,840 Organic 410Ibs/unit USEPA 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 60 20,000 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Other office 
paper 60 188 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 2,400 Plastic llbs/unit x 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 60 69 Plastic 0.33Ibs/unit USEPA 

45 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Ferrous tin/steel cans 60 1,004 Metal 0.77Ibs/unit USEPA 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

45 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Durable plastic items 60 198 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Recycling 
cardboard 

Uncoated corrugated 
60 1,301 Paper 16.64Ibs/unit Tellus 

45 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Food 60 521 Organic llbs/unit x 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 60 21,080 Organic 527Ibs/unit Tellus 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 60 200 Plastic llbs/unit x 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Recycling 
cardboard 

Uncoated corrugated 
60 11,751 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

45 7992-Public golf courses Recycling Tires 60 110 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 95,592 13,162 0 0 0 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 50 25 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 50 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 50 40 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 
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SITE TOTAL 34,325 83,047 720 18,552 0

42
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers Recycling Lumber 7 132,000

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

42
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

42
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 276 132,000 0 0 0

43
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 40 94,772 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

43
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 40 25,550 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

43
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 40 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 26,854 94,772 0 0 0

44 4213-Trucking, Except Local
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

44 4213-Trucking, Except Local Recycling Wood pallets 20 4,171 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

44 4213-Trucking, Except Local
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 20 108,720 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

44 4213-Trucking, Except Local Recycling Lumber 20 2,000
Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 261 6,171 108,720 0 0

45 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 60 22,411 Organic 46.69lbs/unit Tellus

45 7992-Public golf courses Source reduction Food 60 782 Organic 1lbs/unit x

45 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 60 16,894 Organic 108lbs/unit USEPA

45 7992-Public golf courses Source reduction Food 60 9,840 Organic 410lbs/unit USEPA

45 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 60 20,000 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

45 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Other office 
paper 60 188 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

45 7992-Public golf courses
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 2,400 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

45 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 60 69 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA

45 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Ferrous tin/steel cans 60 1,004 Metal 0.77lbs/unit USEPA

45 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

45 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Durable plastic items 60 198 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

45 7992-Public golf courses
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 1,301 Paper 16.64lbs/unit Tellus

45 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Food 60 521 Organic 1lbs/unit x

45 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 60 21,080 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

45 7992-Public golf courses
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 60 200 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

45 7992-Public golf courses
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 11,751 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

45 7992-Public golf courses Recycling Tires 60 110 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 95,592 13,162 0 0 0

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 50 25 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 50 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 50 40 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA
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46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. Reuse HDPE containers 50 40 Plastic 0.33Ibs/unit USEPA 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. Reuse Other office paper 50 417 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 50 22,500 Metal llbs/unit x 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 50 79,087 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 50 3,600 Paper 50Ibs/unit USEPA 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. Reuse Office white ledger 50 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. Recyding Office white ledger 50 1,200 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 842 83,887 22,500 0 0 

47 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 104,286 Paper llbs/unit x 

47 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

47 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Film plastic 5 80 Plastic 0.77Ibs/unit USEPA corr. 
SITE TOTAL 341 104,286 0 0 0 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1000 6,518 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1000 900 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 1000 3,650 Paper 0.014Ibs/unit CIWMB 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents Recycling Other office paper 1000 28,432 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 1000 49,950 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1000 3,917 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents Recycling Other office paper 1000 3,622 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 1000 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1000 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 64,772 35,970 0 0 0 

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 1,200 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 2 1,318 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 475 Plastic 0.19Ibs/unit USEPA 

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 2 70,393 Metal 337.5Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 5,700 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 4,000 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 1,400 Plastic 0.7Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 6,000 Plastic llbs/unit x 
SITE TOTAL 18,775 1,318 70,393 0 0 
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46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. Reuse HDPE containers 50 40 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. Reuse Other office paper 50 417 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 50 22,500 Metal 1lbs/unit x

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 50 79,087 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 50 3,600 Paper 50lbs/unit USEPA

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. Reuse Office white ledger 50 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 50 1,200 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 842 83,887 22,500 0 0

47 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 104,286 Paper 1lbs/unit x

47 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

47 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Film plastic 5 80 Plastic 0.77lbs/unit USEPA corr.
SITE TOTAL 341 104,286 0 0 0

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1000 6,518 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1000 900 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 1000 3,650 Paper 0.014lbs/unit CIWMB

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents Recycling Other office paper 1000 28,432 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 1000 49,950 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1000 3,917 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents Recycling Other office paper 1000 3,622 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 1000 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1000 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 64,772 35,970 0 0 0

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 1,200 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 2 1,318 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 475 Plastic 0.19lbs/unit USEPA

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 2 70,393 Metal 337.5lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 5,700 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 4,000 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 1,400 Plastic 0.7lbs/unit UCLA /sh

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 6,000 Plastic 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 18,775 1,318 70,393 0 0
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50 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 150 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 652 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 150 100 E-Waste llbs/unit x 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 150 17,626 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 150 600 Special Waste llbs/unit x 
50 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 150 160 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 
50 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Food 150 1,564 Organic 30Ibs/unit x 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Other office paper 150 42,648 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 
CIWMB Density 
Tables 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Food 150 1,564 Organic 30Ibs/unit x 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Durable plastic items 150 198 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 
50 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 150 3,108 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 150 21,080 Organic 527Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 26,571 63,542 0 0 0 

51 5943-Stationery stores 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 29 12,500 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

51 5943-Stationery stores 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 29 1,635 Plastic 6.27Ibs/unit Tellus 

51 5943-Stationery stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 29 73,000 Paper llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 14,135 73,000 0 0 0 

52 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 15 91 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

52 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 15 80,248 Organic 57Ibs/unit FEECO 
SITE TOTAL 91 80,248 0 0 0 

53 5331-Variety Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 18.75 73,000 Paper llbs/unit x 

53 5331-Variety Stores 
Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 18.75 600 Paper llbs/unit x 

53 5331-Variety Stores 
Reuse Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 18.75 0 Metal llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 600 73,000 0 0 0 

54 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 11 5,214 Organic llbs/unit x 
54 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 11 5,214 Organic llbs/unit x 

54 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 62,571 Paper llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 0 73,000 0 0 0 

55 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 95 43,488 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

55 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment Recycling Tires 95 12,000 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

55 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 95 652 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

55 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 95 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

55 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 95 7,834 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

55 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 95 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 
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50 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 150 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

50 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 652 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

50 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 150 100 E-Waste 1lbs/unit x

50 7011-Hotels and Motels
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 150 17,626 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

50 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 150 600 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x
50 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 150 160 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA
50 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Food 150 1,564 Organic 30lbs/unit x

50 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

50 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Other office paper 150 42,648 Paper 363.51lbs/unit
CIWMB Density 
Tables

50 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Food 150 1,564 Organic 30lbs/unit x

50 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

50 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Durable plastic items 150 198 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA
50 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 150 3,108 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

50 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 150 21,080 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 26,571 63,542 0 0 0

51 5943-Stationery stores
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 29 12,500 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

51 5943-Stationery stores
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 29 1,635 Plastic 6.27lbs/unit Tellus

51 5943-Stationery stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 29 73,000 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 14,135 73,000 0 0 0

52 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 15 91 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

52 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 15 80,248 Organic 57lbs/unit FEECO
SITE TOTAL 91 80,248 0 0 0

53 5331-Variety Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 18.75 73,000 Paper 1lbs/unit x

53 5331-Variety Stores
Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 18.75 600 Paper 1lbs/unit x

53 5331-Variety Stores
Reuse Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 18.75 0 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 600 73,000 0 0 0

54 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 11 5,214 Organic 1lbs/unit x
54 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 11 5,214 Organic 1lbs/unit x

54 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 62,571 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 73,000 0 0 0

55
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 95 43,488 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

55
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment Recycling Tires 95 12,000 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

55
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 95 652 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

55
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 95 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

55
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 95 7,834 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

55
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 95 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
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55 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment Recycling Other office paper 95 3,975 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,293 23,809 43,488 0 0 

56 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Material exchange Bulky items 3 120 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

56 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary 

Reuse Manures (nonag use 
only) 3 0 Organic 1252Ibs/unit Tellus 

56 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Reuse Durable plastic items 3 5 Plastic llbs/unit x 

56 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Composting Leaves and grass 3 65,179 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

SITE TOTAL 125 0 0 0 65,179 

57 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 10 65,232 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

57 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 52 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 52 0 65,232 0 0 

58 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Food 65 521 Organic llbs/unit x 

58 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Office white ledger 65 56,863 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit Tellus 

58 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 65 7,834 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 0 64,697 0 0 521 

59 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 115 56,863 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

59 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 115 5,214 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

59 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 115 2,100 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

59 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Office white ledger 115 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

59 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 115 375 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 7,689 57,124 0 0 0 

60 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 24 45,886 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

60 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 24 17,880 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 0 63,766 0 0 0 

61 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 165 56,863 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

61 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 165 2,607 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

61 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 165 2,625 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

61 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 165 1,564 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 6,796 56,863 0 0 0 

62 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses Source reduction Lumber 10 1,200 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit x 

62 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses Recycling Lumber 10 4,044 

Construction and 
Demolition 202.2Ibs/unit 

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average 

62 
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Material exchange Bulky items 10 1,750 Special Waste llbs/unit x 
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55
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment Recycling Other office paper 95 3,975 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,293 23,809 43,488 0 0

56
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Material exchange Bulky items 3 120 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

56
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary

Reuse Manures (nonag use 
only) 3 0 Organic 1252lbs/unit Tellus

56
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Reuse Durable plastic items 3 5 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

56
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Composting Leaves and grass 3 65,179 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

SITE TOTAL 125 0 0 0 65,179

57
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 10 65,232 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

57
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 52 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 52 0 65,232 0 0

58
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Food 65 521 Organic 1lbs/unit x

58
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Office white ledger 65 56,863 Paper 363.51lbs/unit Tellus

58
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 65 7,834 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 0 64,697 0 0 521

59
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 115 56,863 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

59
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 115 5,214 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

59
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 115 2,100 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

59
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Office white ledger 115 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

59
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 115 375 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 7,689 57,124 0 0 0

60 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 24 45,886 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

60 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 24 17,880 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 0 63,766 0 0 0

61
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 165 56,863 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

61
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 165 2,607 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

61
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 165 2,625 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

61
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 165 1,564 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 6,796 56,863 0 0 0

62
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Source reduction Lumber 10 1,200

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

62
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Recycling Lumber 10 4,044

Construction and 
Demolition 202.2lbs/unit

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average

62
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Material exchange Bulky items 10 1,750 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x
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62 
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Material exchange Bulky items 10 2,607 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

62 
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Recycling Newspaper 10 365 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

62 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses Source reduction Lumber 10 3,641 

Construction 
Demolition 

and 
llbs/unit x 

62 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses 

Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 10 50,000 

Construction 
Demolition 

and 
llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 9,198 4,409 0 50,000 0 

63 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 60 13,036 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

63 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Office white ledger 60 45,491 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit Tellus 

63 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 1,567 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

63 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 60 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 14,339 47,057 0 0 0 

64 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 57,357 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 57,357 0 0 0 

65 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 54,360 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 0 54,360 0 0 

66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic Reuse HDPE containers 11 2 Plastic 0.0625Ibs/unit USEPA 

66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic Recycling Other office paper 11 2,429 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 

66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 11 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 783 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 11 300 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic Recycling Office white ledger 11 45,491 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit Tellus 

66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 11 501 Metal llbs/unit x 

66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic Reuse HDPE containers 11 5 Plastic 0.0625Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,611 48,703 501 0 0 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 8 3,420 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 8 120 Plastic llbs/unit x 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 8 13,800 

Construction 
Demolition 

and 
1380Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 8 228 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 8 2,250 Organic llbs/unit x 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 8 0 

Construction 
Demolition 

and 
2391.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 8 14 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 
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62
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Material exchange Bulky items 10 2,607 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

62
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Recycling Newspaper 10 365 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

62
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Source reduction Lumber 10 3,641

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

62
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses

Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 10 50,000

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 9,198 4,409 0 50,000 0

63
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 60 13,036 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

63
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Office white ledger 60 45,491 Paper 363.51lbs/unit Tellus

63
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 1,567 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

63
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 60 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 14,339 47,057 0 0 0

64 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 57,357 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 57,357 0 0 0

65
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 54,360 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 0 54,360 0 0

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic Reuse HDPE containers 11 2 Plastic 0.0625lbs/unit USEPA

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic Recycling Other office paper 11 2,429 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 11 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 783 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 11 300 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic Recycling Office white ledger 11 45,491 Paper 363.51lbs/unit Tellus

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 11 501 Metal 1lbs/unit x

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic Reuse HDPE containers 11 5 Plastic 0.0625lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,611 48,703 501 0 0

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 8 3,420 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 8 120 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 8 13,800

Construction and 
Demolition 1380lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 8 228 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 8 2,250 Organic 1lbs/unit x

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 8 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96lbs/unit Tellus

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 8 14 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA
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67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 8 16,308 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 8 1,875 Organic llbs/unit x 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction HDPE 
containers 8 1,800 Plastic llbs/unit x 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 8 4,000 Organic llbs/unit x 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 8 4,000 Organic llbs/unit x 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 8 1,500 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 8 2,000 Organic llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 21,207 0 16,308 13,800 0 

68 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 40 2,086 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

68 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 40 25 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

68 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 40 48,480 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

SITE TOTAL 50,591 0 0 0 0 

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Film plastic 28 6,000 Plastic llbs/unit x 

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Material exchange Bulky items 28 200 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 28 13,036 Paper 50Ibs/unit USEPA 

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 28 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Film plastic 28 782 Plastic llbs/unit x 

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Misc. plastic containers 28 46 Plastic llbs/unit x 

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 28 27,280 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 34,829 13,036 0 0 0 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 107 27,180 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 107 13,057 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 107 3,622 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 107 326 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Tires 107 150 Special Waste 75Ibs/unit USEPA 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 107 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 107 666 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Tires 107 1,800 Special Waste 75Ibs/unit USEPA 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 107 120 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

70 

County of San Diego 

8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Unincorporated Areas 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
metal new/expanded only 107 

Section 9B - All Non-Residential 

100 

Audits 

Metal llbs/unit x 
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67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 8 16,308 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 8 1,875 Organic 1lbs/unit x

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction HDPE 
containers 8 1,800 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 8 4,000 Organic 1lbs/unit x

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 8 4,000 Organic 1lbs/unit x

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 8 1,500 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 8 2,000 Organic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 21,207 0 16,308 13,800 0

68
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 40 2,086 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

68
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 40 25 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

68
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 40 48,480 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

SITE TOTAL 50,591 0 0 0 0

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Film plastic 28 6,000 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Material exchange Bulky items 28 200 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 28 13,036 Paper 50lbs/unit USEPA

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 28 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Film plastic 28 782 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Misc. plastic containers 28 46 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 28 27,280 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 34,829 13,036 0 0 0

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 107 27,180 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 107 13,057 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 107 3,622 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 107 326 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Tires 107 150 Special Waste 75lbs/unit USEPA

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 107 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 107 666 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Tires 107 1,800 Special Waste 75lbs/unit USEPA

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 107 120 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Remainder/composite 
metal new/expanded only 107 100 Metal 1lbs/unit x
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SITE TOTAL 3,173 16,828 27,280 0 0 

71 
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 111 31,250 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

71 
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations Reuse Durable plastic items 111 99 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

71 
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations Source reduction Food 111 1,564 Organic 30Ibs/unit x 

71 
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 111 960 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

71 
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 111 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

71 
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations Recycling Wood pallets 111 800 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

71 
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations 

Recycling 
cardboard 

Uncoated corrugated 
111 7,834 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

71 
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations 

Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 111 4,320 Organic 1081bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 38,253 8,634 0 0 0 

72 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

72 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties 

Recycling 
organic 

Remainder/composite 
7 45,000 Organic llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 459 45,000 0 0 0 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Film plastic 30 228 Plastic 75.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Source reduction Lumber 30 202 
Construction and 
Demolition 202.2Ibs/unit 

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite organic 30 175 Organic llbs/unit x 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 30 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 78Ibs/unit FEECO 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 30 5,214 Plastic llbs/unit x 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 30 1,368 Plastic 0.19Ibs/unit USEPA 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 30 20,857 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Recycling 
cardboard 

Uncoated corrugated 
30 13,057 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 30 576 Plastic llbs/unit x 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 45 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 29,266 13,057 0 0 0 

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 203 1,918 Special Waste 174.33Ibs/unit LA Study 
74 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Food 203 11,957 Organic 30Ibs/unit x 

74 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Recycling 
cardboard 

Uncoated corrugated 
203 23,502 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 203 59 Organic 2.7Ibs/unit LA Study 
74 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 203 384 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 203 313 Special Waste 17.4Ibs/unit LA Study 
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SITE TOTAL 3,173 16,828 27,280 0 0

71
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 111 31,250 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

71
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations Reuse Durable plastic items 111 99 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

71
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations Source reduction Food 111 1,564 Organic 30lbs/unit x

71
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 111 960 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

71
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 111 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

71
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations Recycling Wood pallets 111 800 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

71
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 111 7,834 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

71
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 111 4,320 Organic 108lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 38,253 8,634 0 0 0

72
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

72
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 7 45,000 Organic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 459 45,000 0 0 0

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Film plastic 30 228 Plastic 75.96lbs/unit Tellus

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Source reduction Lumber 30 202
Construction and 
Demolition 202.2lbs/unit

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite organic 30 175 Organic 1lbs/unit x

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 30 0

Construction and 
Demolition 78lbs/unit FEECO

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 30 5,214 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 30 1,368 Plastic 0.19lbs/unit USEPA

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 30 20,857 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 13,057 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 30 576 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 45 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 29,266 13,057 0 0 0

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 203 1,918 Special Waste 174.33lbs/unit LA Study
74 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Food 203 11,957 Organic 30lbs/unit x

74 7011-Hotels and Motels
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 203 23,502 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 203 59 Organic 2.7lbs/unit LA Study
74 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 203 384 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 203 313 Special Waste 17.4lbs/unit LA Study
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74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 203 2,025 Special Waste 184.081bs/unit LA Study 

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 203 1,230 Special Waste 68.33Ibs/unit LA Study 
74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 203 98 Organic 4.45Ibs/unit LA Study 

74 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 203 78 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Composting Leaves and grass 203 0 Organic 250Ibs/unit 
California Turf 
Grass Study 

SITE TOTAL 17,678 23,886 0 0 0 

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Durable plastic items 115 18,000 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 115 15,643 Paper 50Ibs/unit USEPA 

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Wood pallets 115 80 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 115 7,304 Organic 46.69Ibs/unit Tellus 

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 115 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 115 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 7,593 33,723 0 0 0 

76 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Food 40 559 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

76 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Office white ledger 40 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

76 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 40 430 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

76 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 40 45 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

76 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 40 39,107 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

76 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 40 391 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 40,234 559 0 0 0 

77 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 375 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

77 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 60 28,431 Paper 363.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

77 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Recyding Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 11,751 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 375 40,182 0 0 0 

78 
1742-Plastering, drywall, and 
insulation 

Recycling Gypsum board 
new/expanded only 30 40,000 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit x 

78 
1742-Plastering, drywall, and 
insulation 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 220 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 220 0 40,000 0 

79 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 15,668 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

79 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Newspaper 11 23,239 Paper 322.77Ibs/unit 
CM/MB Density 
Tables 

SITE TOTAL 0 38,907 0 0 0 

80 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 13.5 34,414 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

80 

County of San Diego 

5812-Eating places 

Unincorporated Areas 

Source reduction Ferrous 
tin/steel cans 13.5 4,015 

Section 9B - All Non-Residential Audits 

Metal 0.77Ibs/unit USEPA 
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74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 203 2,025 Special Waste 184.08lbs/unit LA Study

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 203 1,230 Special Waste 68.33lbs/unit LA Study
74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 203 98 Organic 4.45lbs/unit LA Study

74 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 203 78 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Composting Leaves and grass 203 0 Organic 250lbs/unit
California Turf 
Grass Study

SITE TOTAL 17,678 23,886 0 0 0

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Durable plastic items 115 18,000 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 115 15,643 Paper 50lbs/unit USEPA

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Wood pallets 115 80 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 115 7,304 Organic 46.69lbs/unit Tellus

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 115 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 115 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 7,593 33,723 0 0 0

76
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Food 40 559 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

76
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Office white ledger 40 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

76
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 40 430 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

76
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 40 45 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

76
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 40 39,107 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

76
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 40 391 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 40,234 559 0 0 0

77
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 375 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

77
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 60 28,431 Paper 363.5lbs/unit USEPA

77
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 11,751 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 375 40,182 0 0 0

78
1742-Plastering, drywall, and 
insulation

Recycling Gypsum board 
new/expanded only 30 40,000

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

78
1742-Plastering, drywall, and 
insulation

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 220 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 220 0 40,000 0

79 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 15,668 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

79 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Newspaper 11 23,239 Paper 322.77lbs/unit
CIWMB Density 
Tables

SITE TOTAL 0 38,907 0 0 0

80 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 13.5 34,414 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

80 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Ferrous 
tin/steel cans 13.5 4,015 Metal 0.77lbs/unit USEPA
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SITE TOTAL 4,015 34,414 0 0 0 

81 
4131-Interdty and Rural Bus 
Transportation Recycling Tires 35 18,000 Special Waste 75Ibs/unit USEPA 

81 
4131-Interdty and Rural Bus 
Transportation Composting Leaves and grass 35 14,520 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

81 
4131-Interdty and Rural Bus 
Transportation 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 35 1,359 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

81 
4131-Interdty and Rural Bus 
Transportation Reuse Tires 35 3,750 Special Waste 75Ibs/unit USEPA 

81 
4131-Interdty and Rural Bus 
Transportation 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 35 115 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 3,865 18,000 1,359 0 14,520 

82 5812-Eating places 
Recycling 
cardboard 

Uncoated corrugated 
13 29,377 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

82 5812-Eating places 
Recycling 
cardboard 

Uncoated corrugated 
13 5,857 Paper 16.64Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 0 35,234 0 0 0 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 1,955 Plastic llbs/unit x 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Durable plastic items 160 50 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 125 Plastic 0.19Ibs/unit USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 160 150 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 60 Plastic 1.2Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Food 160 1,564 Organic 30Ibs/unit x 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 160 2,000 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 86 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 160 156 Organic 4.45Ibs/unit LA Study 
83 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Wood pallets 160 80 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 44 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 160 3,295 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 160 227 Organic 2.27Ibs/unit LA Study 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 160 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 160 330 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Office white ledger 160 2,000 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 
83 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Office white ledger 160 2,100 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 160 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 160 3,487 Special Waste 174.33Ibs/unit LA Study 
83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 160 160 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 10 Plastic llbs/unit x 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 160 15,539 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 14,221 19,719 0 0 0 

84 
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 35 28,432 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

84 
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 35 521 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

84 
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 35 137 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

84 
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. 

Recycling 
cardboard 

Uncoated corrugated 
35 3,917 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 
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SITE TOTAL 4,015 34,414 0 0 0

81
4131-Intercity and Rural Bus 
Transportation Recycling Tires 35 18,000 Special Waste 75lbs/unit USEPA

81
4131-Intercity and Rural Bus 
Transportation Composting Leaves and grass 35 14,520 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

81
4131-Intercity and Rural Bus 
Transportation

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 35 1,359 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

81
4131-Intercity and Rural Bus 
Transportation Reuse Tires 35 3,750 Special Waste 75lbs/unit USEPA

81
4131-Intercity and Rural Bus 
Transportation

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 35 115 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 3,865 18,000 1,359 0 14,520

82 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 13 29,377 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

82 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 13 5,857 Paper 16.64lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 0 35,234 0 0 0

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 1,955 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Durable plastic items 160 50 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 125 Plastic 0.19lbs/unit USEPA

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 160 150 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 60 Plastic 1.2lbs/unit UCLA /sh

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Food 160 1,564 Organic 30lbs/unit x

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 160 2,000 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 86 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 160 156 Organic 4.45lbs/unit LA Study
83 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Wood pallets 160 80 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 44 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 160 3,295 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 160 227 Organic 2.27lbs/unit LA Study

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 160 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 160 330 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Office white ledger 160 2,000 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
83 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Office white ledger 160 2,100 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 160 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 160 3,487 Special Waste 174.33lbs/unit LA Study
83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 160 160 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 10 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 160 15,539 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 14,221 19,719 0 0 0

84
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 35 28,432 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

84
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c.

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 35 521 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

84
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c.

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 35 137 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

84
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c.

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 35 3,917 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus
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84 
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. 

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily metal 35 200 E-Waste llbs/unit x 

84 
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. Source reduction E-Waste other 35 200 E-Waste llbs/unit x 

84 
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 35 3 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,058 32,351 0 0 0 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Durable plastic items 300 900 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 300 270 Organic 20Ibs/unit FEECO 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Leaves and grass 300 21,900 Organic 280Ibs/unit UCLA /et 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 300 600 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Office white ledger 300 30 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse HDPE containers 300 5,940 Plastic llbs/unit x 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Durable plastic items 300 2,340 Plastic llbs/unit x 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Recyding Other office paper 300 720 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 300 631 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 31,980 1,351 0 0 0 

86 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 100 250 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

86 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 100 120 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

86 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 100 68 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

86 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 100 3,917 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

86 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 100 28,432 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

SITE TOTAL 438 32,349 0 0 0 

87 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 59 1,955 Metal 150Ibs/unit USEPA 

87 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Newspaper 59 4,563 Paper llbs/unit x 

87 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers 59 209 Plastic 32Ibs/unit USEPA 

87 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 59 8,356 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

87 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 59 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

87 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 59 15,163 Paper 363.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

87 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 59 2,369 Paper 363.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

87 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 59 2 Plastic llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 4,594 28,053 0 0 0 

88 9711-National Security 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 300 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

88 9711-National Security 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 300 4,570 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

88 9711-National Security 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 300 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 
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84
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c.

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily metal 35 200 E-Waste 1lbs/unit x

84
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. Source reduction E-Waste other 35 200 E-Waste 1lbs/unit x

84
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c.

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 35 3 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,058 32,351 0 0 0

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Durable plastic items 300 900 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 300 270 Organic 20lbs/unit FEECO

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Leaves and grass 300 21,900 Organic 280lbs/unit UCLA /et

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 300 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Office white ledger 300 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse HDPE containers 300 5,940 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Durable plastic items 300 2,340 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Recycling Other office paper 300 720 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 300 631 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 31,980 1,351 0 0 0

86
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 100 250 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

86
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 100 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

86
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 100 68 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

86
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 100 3,917 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

86
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 100 28,432 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

SITE TOTAL 438 32,349 0 0 0

87
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 59 1,955 Metal 150lbs/unit USEPA

87
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Newspaper 59 4,563 Paper 1lbs/unit x

87
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers 59 209 Plastic 32lbs/unit USEPA

87
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 59 8,356 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

87
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 59 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

87
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 59 15,163 Paper 363.5lbs/unit USEPA

87
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 59 2,369 Paper 363.5lbs/unit USEPA

87
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 59 2 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 4,594 28,053 0 0 0

88 9711-National Security
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 300 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

88 9711-National Security
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 300 4,570 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

88 9711-National Security
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 300 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
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88 9711-National Security 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 300 360 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

88 9711-National Security Recycling Other office paper 300 26,499 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 1,340 31,069 0 0 0 

89 
5013-Motor vehicle supplies and 
new parts Recycling Wood pallets 12 480 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

89 
5013-Motor vehicle supplies and 
new parts 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 12 31,336 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

89 
5013-Motor vehicle supplies and 
new parts 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 31,816 0 0 0 

90 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 16 20,891 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

90 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 16 8,940 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 0 29,831 0 0 0 

91 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 90 8,940 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

91 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 90 20,891 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 0 29,831 0 0 0 

92 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 50 652 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

92 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 50 100 Metal llbs/unit x 

92 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 50 1,000 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

92 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Office white ledger 50 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

92 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 50 150 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

92 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 50 23 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

92 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Prunings and trimmings 50 26,350 Organic 527Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 28,696 0 100 0 0 

93 
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 5,736 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

93 
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 10 1,977 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

93 
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment Reuse Film plastic 10 14,053 Plastic 0.77Ibs/unit USEPA corn 

93 
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 10 453 Metal 906.43Ibs/unit Tellus 

93 
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 5,214 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

93 equipment Reuse Newspaper 10 626 
3523-Farm machinery and 

 

Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 
SITE TOTAL 27,605 0 453 0 0 

94 
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 13,057 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

94 
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

94 
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
sho 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 7 12,000 Metal llbs/unit x 

94 
7532-Top   & body repair & paint 
shops 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 7 2,400 Plastic llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 261 15,457 12,000 0 0 
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88 9711-National Security
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 300 360 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

88 9711-National Security Recycling Other office paper 300 26,499 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 1,340 31,069 0 0 0

89
5013-Motor vehicle supplies and 
new parts Recycling Wood pallets 12 480 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

89
5013-Motor vehicle supplies and 
new parts

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 12 31,336 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

89
5013-Motor vehicle supplies and 
new parts

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 31,816 0 0 0

90 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 16 20,891 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

90 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 16 8,940 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 0 29,831 0 0 0

91 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 90 8,940 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

91 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 90 20,891 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 0 29,831 0 0 0

92
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 50 652 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

92
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 50 100 Metal 1lbs/unit x

92
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 50 1,000 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

92
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Office white ledger 50 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

92
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 50 150 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

92
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 50 23 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

92
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Prunings and trimmings 50 26,350 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 28,696 0 100 0 0

93
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 5,736 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

93
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 10 1,977 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

93
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment Reuse Film plastic 10 14,053 Plastic 0.77lbs/unit USEPA corr.

93
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 10 453 Metal 906.43lbs/unit Tellus

93
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 5,214 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

93
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment Reuse Newspaper 10 626 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

SITE TOTAL 27,605 0 453 0 0

94
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 13,057 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

94
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

94
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 7 12,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

94
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 7 2,400 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 261 15,457 12,000 0 0
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95 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 2,640 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

95 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 15 372 Plastic 0.19Ibs/unit USEPA 

95 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 15 24,000 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 
SITE TOTAL 27,012 0 0 0 0 

96 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 36 2,611 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

96 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 36 3,911 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

96 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 36 3,000 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

96 
5734-Computer and software 
stores Recycling Office white ledger 36 7,821 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

96 
5734-Computer and software 
stores Recycling Wood pallets 36 7,200 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

96 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 36 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

96 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 36 240 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

96 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 36 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 8,898 17,633 0 0 0 

97 
5719-Misc. homefurnishings 
stores Recyding Office white ledger 5 11,373 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

97 
5719-Misc. homefurnishings 
stores 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 469 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA 

97 
5719-Misc. homefurnishings 
stores 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 14,101 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

97 
5719-Misc. homefurnishings 
stores 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 8 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 477 25,474 0 0 0 

98 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 24,000 Metal llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 0 0 24,000 0 0 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 150 3,176 Paper 529.29Ibs/unit Tellus 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 162 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 150 75 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 37 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 150 200 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 150 6,543 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 150 3,050 Metal llbs/unit x 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily plastic 150 2,775 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 150 1,000 

Construction and 
Demolition 119Ibs/unit FEECO 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 150 2,188 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 150 2,704 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

99 

County of San Diego 

8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Unincorporated Areas 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 150 

Section 9B - All Non-Residential 

600 

Audits 

Metal llbs/unit x 
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95 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 2,640 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

95 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 15 372 Plastic 0.19lbs/unit USEPA

95 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 15 24,000 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh
SITE TOTAL 27,012 0 0 0 0

96
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 36 2,611 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

96
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 36 3,911 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

96
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 36 3,000 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

96
5734-Computer and software 
stores Recycling Office white ledger 36 7,821 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

96
5734-Computer and software 
stores Recycling Wood pallets 36 7,200 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

96
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 36 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

96
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 36 240 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

96
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 36 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 8,898 17,633 0 0 0

97
5719-Misc. homefurnishings 
stores Recycling Office white ledger 5 11,373 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

97
5719-Misc. homefurnishings 
stores

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 469 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA

97
5719-Misc. homefurnishings 
stores

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 14,101 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

97
5719-Misc. homefurnishings 
stores

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 8 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 477 25,474 0 0 0

98
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 24,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 0 24,000 0 0

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 150 3,176 Paper 529.29lbs/unit Tellus

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 162 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 150 75 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 37 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 150 200 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 150 6,543 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 150 3,050 Metal 1lbs/unit x

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily plastic 150 2,775 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 150 1,000

Construction and 
Demolition 119lbs/unit FEECO

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 150 2,188 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 150 2,704 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 150 600 Metal 1lbs/unit x
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SITE TOTAL 5,161 12,698 3,650 1,000 0 

100 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Office white ledger 70 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

100 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 70 0 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

100 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 70 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

100 7992-Public golf courses Source reduction Textiles 70 30 Organic 30Ibs/unit LA Co 11.98 

100 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Prunings and trimmings 70 21,080 Organic 527Ibs/unit Tellus 

100 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 70 391 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

100 7992-Public golf courses 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 70 150 Metal llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 21,882 0 150 0 0 

101 
7549-Automotive services, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 2 20,000 Metal llbs/unit x 

101 
7549-Automotive services, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 2 2,000 Metal llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 0 0 22,000 0 0 

102 
5087-Service establishment 
equipment Recycling Wood pallets 4 7,200 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

102 
5087-Service establishment 
equipment 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 4 2,000 Metal llbs/unit x 

102 
5087-Service establishment 
equipment 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 11,471 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

102 
5087-Service establishment 
equipment 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 11,732 7,200 2,000 0 0 

103 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 13 20,857 Paper llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 0 20,857 0 0 0 

104 5812-Eating places Source reduction Newspaper 21 1,278 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 
104 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 21 91 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 
104 5812-Eating places Source reduction Food 21 19,140 Organic 1595Ibs/unit UCLA /et 

104 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 21 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 20,539 0 0 0 0 

105 
4225-General warehousing and 
storage 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 4 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

105 
4225-General warehousing and 
storage Source reduction Bulky items 3 2,000 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

105 
4225-General warehousing and 
storage Material exchange Bulky items 3 18,000 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

105 
4225-General warehousing and 
storage 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 200 Paper 400Ibs/unit US EPA 

SITE TOTAL 20,204 0 0 0 0 

106 5812-Eating places 
Recycling 
cardboard 

Uncoated corrugated 
10 7,456 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

106 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 10 10,683 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

106 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 5 18,139 0 0 0 

107 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling 
cardboard 

Uncoated corrugated 
3 6,267 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 
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SITE TOTAL 5,161 12,698 3,650 1,000 0

100 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Office white ledger 70 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

100 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 70 0 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

100 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 70 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

100 7992-Public golf courses Source reduction Textiles 70 30 Organic 30lbs/unit LA Co 11.98

100 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Prunings and trimmings 70 21,080 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

100 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 70 391 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

100 7992-Public golf courses

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 70 150 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 21,882 0 150 0 0

101
7549-Automotive services, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 2 20,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

101
7549-Automotive services, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 2 2,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 0 22,000 0 0

102
5087-Service establishment 
equipment Recycling Wood pallets 4 7,200 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

102
5087-Service establishment 
equipment

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 4 2,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

102
5087-Service establishment 
equipment

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 11,471 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

102
5087-Service establishment 
equipment

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 11,732 7,200 2,000 0 0

103
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 13 20,857 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 20,857 0 0 0

104 5812-Eating places Source reduction Newspaper 21 1,278 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.
104 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 21 91 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA
104 5812-Eating places Source reduction Food 21 19,140 Organic 1595lbs/unit UCLA /et

104 5812-Eating places
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 21 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 20,539 0 0 0 0

105
4225-General warehousing and 
storage

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 4 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

105
4225-General warehousing and 
storage Source reduction Bulky items 3 2,000 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

105
4225-General warehousing and 
storage Material exchange Bulky items 3 18,000 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

105
4225-General warehousing and 
storage

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 200 Paper 400lbs/unit US EPA

SITE TOTAL 20,204 0 0 0 0

106 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 7,456 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

106 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 10 10,683 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

106 5812-Eating places
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 5 18,139 0 0 0

107 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 6,267 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus
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107 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 3 9,840 Organic 410Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 0 16,107 0 0 0 

108 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 417 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

108 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 991 Plastic 0.19Ibs/unit USEPA 

108 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 521 Plastic llbs/unit x 

108 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 4,954 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

108 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 5,214 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

108 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Film plastic 18 23 Plastic 22.55Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

108 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 3,129 Plastic 1.2Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

108 
5261-Retafi Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 782 Plastic llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 16,030 0 0 0 0 

109 
5113-Industrial & personal 
service paper 

Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 15 15,643 Paper llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 0 15,643 0 0 0 

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 30 7,248 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal 
Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 30 365 Paper llbs/unit x 

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal Recycling Wood pallets 30 1,600 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 30 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal Composting Leaves and grass 30 5,963 Organic llbs/unit x 

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal Reuse Durable plastic items 30 13 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal Reuse Other office paper 30 67 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal 
Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 30 365 Paper llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 825 1,600 7,248 0 5,963 

111 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning Reuse Durable plastic items 50 198 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

111 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning Scavenging Wood pallets 50 10,800 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

111 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 50 2,531 Metal 210.94Ibs/unit Tellus 

111 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 50 1,721 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

111 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 50 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

111 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 50 45 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

111 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning Reuse Office white ledger 50 39 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,133 10,800 2,531 0 0 

112 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 60 180 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

112 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 7,834 Paper 50.081bs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 
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107 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 3 9,840 Organic 410lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 0 16,107 0 0 0

108
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 417 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

108
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 991 Plastic 0.19lbs/unit USEPA

108
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 521 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

108
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 4,954 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

108
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 5,214 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

108
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Film plastic 18 23 Plastic 22.55lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

108
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 3,129 Plastic 1.2lbs/unit UCLA /sh

108
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 782 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 16,030 0 0 0 0

109
5113-Industrial & personal 
service paper

Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 15 15,643 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 15,643 0 0 0

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 30 7,248 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal
Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 30 365 Paper 1lbs/unit x

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal Recycling Wood pallets 30 1,600 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 30 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal Composting Leaves and grass 30 5,963 Organic 1lbs/unit x

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal Reuse Durable plastic items 30 13 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal Reuse Other office paper 30 67 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal
Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 30 365 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 825 1,600 7,248 0 5,963

111
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning Reuse Durable plastic items 50 198 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

111
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning Scavenging Wood pallets 50 10,800 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

111
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 50 2,531 Metal 210.94lbs/unit Tellus

111
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 50 1,721 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

111
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 50 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

111
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 50 45 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

111
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning Reuse Office white ledger 50 39 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,133 10,800 2,531 0 0

112
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 60 180 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

112
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 7,834 Paper 50.08lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables
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112 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 60 80 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

112 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 60 10 Organic 6.7123Ibs/unit x 

112 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers 60 2,920 Plastic 32Ibs/unit USEPA 

112 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

112 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers 60 3,911 Plastic llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 330 14,665 0 0 0 

113 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 30 7,000 Metal llbs/unit x 

113 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

113 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 2,868 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

113 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 30 4,800 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 7,668 7,000 0 0 

114 
8721-Accounting Auditing and 
Bookkeeping Services Material exchange Food 9 6,844 Organic llbs/unit x 

114 
8721-Accounting Auditing and 
Bookkeeping Services Recycling Office white ledger 9 7,500 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

114 
8721-Accounting Auditing and 
Bookkeeping Services 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 315 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

114 
8721-Accounting Auditing and 
Bookkeeping Services 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 115 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 6,958 7,815 0 0 0 

115 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 53 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

115 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 53 12,120 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

115 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 53 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 14,757 0 0 0 0 

116 
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 20 11,471 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

116 
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

116 
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment Recycling Wood pallets 20 2,400 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 11,732 2,400 0 0 0 

117 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 7 12,120 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

117 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 25 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

117 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

117 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 13,907 0 0 0 0 

118 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 165 7,834 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

118 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 165 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 
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112
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 60 80 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

112
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 60 10 Organic 6.7123lbs/unit x

112
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers 60 2,920 Plastic 32lbs/unit USEPA

112
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

112
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers 60 3,911 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 330 14,665 0 0 0

113
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 30 7,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

113
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

113
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 2,868 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

113
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 30 4,800 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 7,668 7,000 0 0

114
8721-Accounting Auditing and 
Bookkeeping Services Material exchange Food 9 6,844 Organic 1lbs/unit x

114
8721-Accounting Auditing and 
Bookkeeping Services Recycling Office white ledger 9 7,500 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

114
8721-Accounting Auditing and 
Bookkeeping Services

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 315 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

114
8721-Accounting Auditing and 
Bookkeeping Services

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 115 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 6,958 7,815 0 0 0

115
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 53 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

115
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 53 12,120 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

115
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 53 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 14,757 0 0 0 0

116
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 20 11,471 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

116
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

116
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment Recycling Wood pallets 20 2,400 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 11,732 2,400 0 0 0

117
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 7 12,120 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

117
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 25 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

117
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

117
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 13,907 0 0 0 0

118
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 165 7,834 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

118
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 165 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA
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118 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 165 6,000 Metal llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 0 7,849 6,000 0 0 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 19 148 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 19 63 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 19 111 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Other office paper 19 1,669 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 19 1,000 Paper llbs/unit x 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 19 2,500 Organic llbs/unit x 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 19 2,086 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 19 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 19 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 19 5,214 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 19 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 19 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 19 0 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 
SITE TOTAL 13,639 0 0 0 0 

120 
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. Recycling Tires 4 3,600 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

120 
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 4 5,214 Metal llbs/unit x 

120 
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. Recycling Tires 4 4,800 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 8,400 5,214 0 0 

121 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 95 782 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

121 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 95 10,683 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 95 177 Organic 1.23Ibs/unit LA Study 

121 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 95 90 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

121 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 95 0 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

121 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 95 28 Organic 2.33Ibs/unit LA Study 
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 95 311 Organic 2.7Ibs/unit LA Study 
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 95 640 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 95 60 Organic 30Ibs/unit LA Co 11.98 
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Other 95 0 Other llbs/unit x 
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Durable plastic items 95 495 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

121 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 95 108 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

121 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 95 75 Organic 2.27Ibs/unit LA Study 
SITE TOTAL 2,125 11,323 0 0 0 

122 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

122 

County of San Diego 

1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Unincorporated Areas 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 12 

Section 

13,057 

9B - All Non-Residential Audits 

Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 
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118
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 165 6,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 7,849 6,000 0 0

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 19 148 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 19 63 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 19 111 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Other office paper 19 1,669 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 19 1,000 Paper 1lbs/unit x

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 19 2,500 Organic 1lbs/unit x

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 19 2,086 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 19 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 19 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96lbs/unit Tellus

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 19 5,214 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 19 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 19 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 19 0 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh
SITE TOTAL 13,639 0 0 0 0

120
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. Recycling Tires 4 3,600 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

120
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 4 5,214 Metal 1lbs/unit x

120
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. Recycling Tires 4 4,800 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 8,400 5,214 0 0

121 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 95 782 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

121 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 95 10,683 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 95 177 Organic 1.23lbs/unit LA Study

121 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 95 90 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

121 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 95 0 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

121 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 95 28 Organic 2.33lbs/unit LA Study
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 95 311 Organic 2.7lbs/unit LA Study
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 95 640 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 95 60 Organic 30lbs/unit LA Co 11.98
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Other 95 0 Other 1lbs/unit x
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Durable plastic items 95 495 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

121 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 95 108 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

121 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 95 75 Organic 2.27lbs/unit LA Study
SITE TOTAL 2,125 11,323 0 0 0

122
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

122
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 12 13,057 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus
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SITE TOTAL 261 13,057 0 0 0 

123 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 252 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

123 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 8 12,514 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

123 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 8 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

123 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 8 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

123 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 8 261 Metal llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 12,832 0 261 0 0 

124 5541-Gasoline Service Stations 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 10,445 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

124 5541-Gasoline Service Stations Recycling Wood pallets 15 1,920 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 0 12,365 0 0 0 

125 8711-Engineering services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 4 50 Organic llbs/unit x 

125 8711-Engineering services Recycling Tires 4 8,520 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

125 8711-Engineering services 
Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 4 3,600 Metal llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 50 8,520 3,600 0 0 

126 
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c. 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

126 
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c. 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 10,560 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

126 
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper 8 60 Paper llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 1,147 10,620 0 0 0 

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Office white ledger 25 31 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 25 18 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Source reduction Film plastic 25 165 Plastic llbs/unit x 

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 25 11,471 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 25 62 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 11,746 0 0 0 0 

128 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 13 Plastic llbs/unit x 

128 5812-Eating places Recycling Office white ledger 6 379 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit Tellus 

128 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 10,959 Organic 280.22Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

128 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

128 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 132 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

128 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 132 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 11,119 511 0 0 0 
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SITE TOTAL 261 13,057 0 0 0

123
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 252 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

123
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 8 12,514 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

123
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 8 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

123
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 8 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

123
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 8 261 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 12,832 0 261 0 0

124 5541-Gasoline Service Stations
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 10,445 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

124 5541-Gasoline Service Stations Recycling Wood pallets 15 1,920 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 0 12,365 0 0 0

125 8711-Engineering services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 4 50 Organic 1lbs/unit x

125 8711-Engineering services Recycling Tires 4 8,520 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

125 8711-Engineering services
Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 4 3,600 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 50 8,520 3,600 0 0

126
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

126
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c.

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 10,560 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

126
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper 8 60 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 1,147 10,620 0 0 0

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Office white ledger 25 31 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 25 18 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Source reduction Film plastic 25 165 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 25 11,471 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 25 62 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 11,746 0 0 0 0

128 5812-Eating places
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 13 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

128 5812-Eating places Recycling Office white ledger 6 379 Paper 363.51lbs/unit Tellus

128 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 10,959 Organic 280.22lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

128 5812-Eating places
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

128 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 132 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

128 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 132 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 11,119 511 0 0 0
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129 5661-Shoe Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 11,471 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

129 5661-Shoe Stores 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 130 11,471 0 0 0 

130 
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Reuse Durable plastic items 2.5 4,693 Plastic 0.9Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

130 
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Reuse Durable plastic items 2.5 2,607 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

130 
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2.5 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

130 
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Composting Leaves and grass 2.5 500 Organic llbs/unit x 

130 
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Reuse Durable plastic items 2.5 1,304 Plastic llbs/unit x 

130 
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Recyding Other office paper 2.5 1,200 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 9,751 1,200 0 0 500 

131 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 287 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

131 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Recycling Tires 4 240 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

131 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Reuse Office white ledger 4 20 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

131 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 4 10,872 Metal 226.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 307 240 10,872 0 0 

132 5812-Eating places 
Reuse Clear glass bottles and 
containers 6 22 Glass 1.081bs/unit USEPA 

132 5812-Eating places Source reduction Food 6 10,950 Organic llbs/unit x 

132 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Misc. plastic 
containers 6 110 Plastic 0.42Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 11,081 0 0 0 0 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 55.5 2,611 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Recycling Food 55.5 894 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 55.5 270 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 55.5 92 Metal 0.77Ibs/unit USEPA 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Textiles 55.5 30 Organic 1.23Ibs/unit LA Study 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Durable plastic items 55.5 46 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Food 55.5 782 Organic 30Ibs/unit x 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 55.5 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Durable plastic items 55.5 576 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Prunings and trimmings 55.5 5,270 Organic 527Ibs/unit Tellus 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Source reduction Food 55.5 360 Organic 30Ibs/unit x 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 55.5 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 7,403 3,598 0 0 0 
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129 5661-Shoe Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 11,471 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

129 5661-Shoe Stores
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 130 11,471 0 0 0

130
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Reuse Durable plastic items 2.5 4,693 Plastic 0.9lbs/unit UCLA /sh

130
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Reuse Durable plastic items 2.5 2,607 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

130
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2.5 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

130
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Composting Leaves and grass 2.5 500 Organic 1lbs/unit x

130
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Reuse Durable plastic items 2.5 1,304 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

130
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Recycling Other office paper 2.5 1,200 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 9,751 1,200 0 0 500

131
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 287 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

131
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Recycling Tires 4 240 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

131
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Reuse Office white ledger 4 20 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

131
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 4 10,872 Metal 226.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 307 240 10,872 0 0

132 5812-Eating places
Reuse Clear glass bottles and 
containers 6 22 Glass 1.08lbs/unit USEPA

132 5812-Eating places Source reduction Food 6 10,950 Organic 1lbs/unit x

132 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Misc. plastic 
containers 6 110 Plastic 0.42lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 11,081 0 0 0 0

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 55.5 2,611 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Recycling Food 55.5 894 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 55.5 270 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 55.5 92 Metal 0.77lbs/unit USEPA

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Textiles 55.5 30 Organic 1.23lbs/unit LA Study

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Durable plastic items 55.5 46 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Food 55.5 782 Organic 30lbs/unit x

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 55.5 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Durable plastic items 55.5 576 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Prunings and trimmings 55.5 5,270 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Source reduction Food 55.5 360 Organic 30lbs/unit x

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 55.5 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 7,403 3,598 0 0 0
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134 5932-Used Merchandise Stores 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 9 75 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

134 5932-Used Merchandise Stores Source reduction Bulky items 9 10,429 Special Waste llbs/unit x 
SITE TOTAL 10,504 0 0 0 0 

135 5541-Gasoline Service Stations 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 10,445 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 0 10,445 0 0 0 

136 5331-Variety Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 10,341 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 0 10,341 0 0 0 

137 5812-Eating places 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

137 5812-Eating places Source reduction Food 8 7,821 Organic 30Ibs/unit x 
SITE TOTAL 10,116 0 0 0 0 

138 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 120 300 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

138 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse PETE containers 120 245 Plastic 0.0938Ibs/unit USEPA corr. 

138 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 120 8,400 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

138 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 120 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

138 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 120 720 Paper llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 9,925 0 0 0 0 

139 
2711-Newspapers: Publishing, 
or Publishing and Printing Recycling Newspaper 9 2,400 Paper 400Ibs/unit US EPA 

139 
2711-Newspapers: Publishing, 
or Publishing and Printing 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 9 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

139 
2711-Newspapers: Publishing, 
or Publishing and Printing Source reduction Newspaper 9 7,200 Paper 400Ibs/unit US EPA 

SITE TOTAL 7,260 2,400 0 0 0 

140 
1743-Terrazzo, tile, marble, 
mosaic work Recyding Wood pallets 8 4,800 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

140 
1743-Terrazzo, tile, marble, 
mosaic work Recycling Lumber 8 4,800 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 0 9,600 0 0 0 

141 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 6 8,940 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 
141 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 6 396 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 396 8,940 0 0 0 

142 
3993-Signs and advertising 
spedalities 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 3 4,800 Metal llbs/unit x 

142 
3993-Signs and advertising 
spedalities 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 3 4,500 Plastic llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 0 4,500 4,800 0 0 

143 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

143 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Reuse PETE containers 6 196 Plastic 0.0938Ibs/unit USEPA corr. 
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134 5932-Used Merchandise Stores
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 9 75 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

134 5932-Used Merchandise Stores Source reduction Bulky items 9 10,429 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 10,504 0 0 0 0

135 5541-Gasoline Service Stations
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 10,445 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 0 10,445 0 0 0

136 5331-Variety Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 10,341 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 0 10,341 0 0 0

137 5812-Eating places
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

137 5812-Eating places Source reduction Food 8 7,821 Organic 30lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 10,116 0 0 0 0

138
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 120 300 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

138
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse PETE containers 120 245 Plastic 0.0938lbs/unit USEPA corr.

138
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 120 8,400 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

138
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 120 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

138
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 120 720 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 9,925 0 0 0 0

139
2711-Newspapers: Publishing, 
or Publishing and Printing Recycling Newspaper 9 2,400 Paper 400lbs/unit US EPA

139
2711-Newspapers: Publishing, 
or Publishing and Printing

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 9 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

139
2711-Newspapers: Publishing, 
or Publishing and Printing Source reduction Newspaper 9 7,200 Paper 400lbs/unit US EPA

SITE TOTAL 7,260 2,400 0 0 0

140
1743-Terrazzo, tile, marble, 
mosaic work Recycling Wood pallets 8 4,800 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

140
1743-Terrazzo, tile, marble, 
mosaic work Recycling Lumber 8 4,800

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 9,600 0 0 0

141 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 6 8,940 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
141 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 6 396 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 396 8,940 0 0 0

142
3993-Signs and advertising 
specialities

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 3 4,800 Metal 1lbs/unit x

142
3993-Signs and advertising 
specialities

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 3 4,500 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 4,500 4,800 0 0

143
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

143
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Reuse PETE containers 6 196 Plastic 0.0938lbs/unit USEPA corr.
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143 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Recycling Other office paper 6 948 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

143 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary 

Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 6 8 Paper llbs/unit x 

143 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 6 402 Metal 0.77Ibs/unit USEPA 

143 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 7,703 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 233 9,053 0 0 0 

144 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 5 8,940 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 0 8,940 0 0 0 

145 
5198-Paints, varnishes, and 
supplies 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

145 
5198-Paints, varnishes, and 
supplies 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 8,604 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 8,604 0 0 0 

146 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 25 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 

146 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 115 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

146 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 4 198 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

146 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Recyding Other office paper 4 1,325 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

146 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 4 7,000 Metal llbs/unit x 

146 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 4 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 283 1,440 7,000 0 0 

147 5813-Drinking places Recycling Food 10 2,460 Organic 410Ibs/unit USEPA 
147 5813-Drinking places Reuse HDPE containers 10 34 Plastic 0.33Ibs/unit USEPA 

147 5813-Drinking places 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 287 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

147 5813-Drinking places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 5,875 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 321 8,335 0 0 0 

148 
5912-Drug Stores and 
Proprietary Stores 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 4,589 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

148 
5912-Drug Stores and 
Proprietary Stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 8 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

148 
5912-Drug Stores and 
Proprietary Stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 3,441 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 3,963 4,589 0 0 0 

149 2759-Commercial printing, n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper 6 391 Paper llbs/unit x 

149 2759-Commercial printing, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

149 2759-Commercial printing, n.e.c. 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 7,834 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 130 8,225 0 0 0 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 195 1,147 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods 

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 195 2,220 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods Reuse Durable plastic items 195 240 Plastic 15Ibs/unit UCLA /rs 
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143
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Recycling Other office paper 6 948 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

143
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary

Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 6 8 Paper 1lbs/unit x

143
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 6 402 Metal 0.77lbs/unit USEPA

143
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 7,703 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 233 9,053 0 0 0

144 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 5 8,940 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 0 8,940 0 0 0

145
5198-Paints, varnishes, and 
supplies

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

145
5198-Paints, varnishes, and 
supplies

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 8,604 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 8,604 0 0 0

146
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 25 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

146
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 115 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

146
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 4 198 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

146
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Recycling Other office paper 4 1,325 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

146
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 4 7,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

146
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 4 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 283 1,440 7,000 0 0

147 5813-Drinking places Recycling Food 10 2,460 Organic 410lbs/unit USEPA
147 5813-Drinking places Reuse HDPE containers 10 34 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA

147 5813-Drinking places
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 287 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

147 5813-Drinking places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 5,875 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 321 8,335 0 0 0

148
5912-Drug Stores and 
Proprietary Stores

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 4,589 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

148
5912-Drug Stores and 
Proprietary Stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 8 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

148
5912-Drug Stores and 
Proprietary Stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 3,441 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 3,963 4,589 0 0 0

149 2759-Commercial printing, n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper 6 391 Paper 1lbs/unit x

149 2759-Commercial printing, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

149 2759-Commercial printing, n.e.c.
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 7,834 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 130 8,225 0 0 0

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 195 1,147 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 195 2,220 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods Reuse Durable plastic items 195 240 Plastic 15lbs/unit UCLA /rs
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150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods 

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 195 72 Plastic llbs/unit x 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods 

Source reduction HDPE 
containers 195 516 Plastic 0.33Ibs/unit USEPA 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods 

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily metal 195 224 E-Waste 20.33Ibs/unit LA Study 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 195 90 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 195 594 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods 

Reuse Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 195 300 Metal 30Ibs/unit x 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods 

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily metal 195 2,764 E-Waste 17.67Ibs/unit LA Study 

SITE TOTAL 7,868 0 300 0 0 

151 5812-Eating places 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 25 53 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

151 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 25 7,834 Paper 50.081bs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

SITE TOTAL 53 7,834 0 0 0 

152 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 23 2,682 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

152 5812-Eating places 
Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 23 4,589 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 7,271 0 0 0 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Bulky items 38 263 Special Waste 52.67Ibs/unit LA Study 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 38 833 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction HDPE 
containers 38 34 Plastic 0.33Ibs/unit USEPA 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 38 3,911 Organic 25Ibs/unit USEPA 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Bulky items 38 296 Special Waste 29.64Ibs/unit LA Study 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Bulky items 38 410 Special Waste 82Ibs/unit BUG 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 38 287 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 38 782 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 38 450 E-Waste 30Ibs/unit BUG 

SITE TOTAL 7,266 0 0 0 0 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 7 106 Plastic 0.19Ibs/unit USEPA 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 7 380 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 7 1,054 Organic 527Ibs/unit Tellus 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 287 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 7 2,000 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 7 19 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Other office paper 7 221 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Other office paper 7 1,325 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 
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150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 195 72 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Source reduction HDPE 
containers 195 516 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily metal 195 224 E-Waste 20.33lbs/unit LA Study

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 195 90 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 195 594 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Reuse Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 195 300 Metal 30lbs/unit x

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily metal 195 2,764 E-Waste 17.67lbs/unit LA Study

SITE TOTAL 7,868 0 300 0 0

151 5812-Eating places
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 25 53 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

151 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 25 7,834 Paper 50.08lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

SITE TOTAL 53 7,834 0 0 0

152 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 23 2,682 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

152 5812-Eating places
Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 23 4,589 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 7,271 0 0 0

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Bulky items 38 263 Special Waste 52.67lbs/unit LA Study

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 38 833 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction HDPE 
containers 38 34 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 38 3,911 Organic 25lbs/unit USEPA

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Bulky items 38 296 Special Waste 29.64lbs/unit LA Study

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Bulky items 38 410 Special Waste 82lbs/unit BUG

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 38 287 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 38 782 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 38 450 E-Waste 30lbs/unit BUG

SITE TOTAL 7,266 0 0 0 0

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 7 106 Plastic 0.19lbs/unit USEPA

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 7 380 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 7 1,054 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 287 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 7 2,000 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 7 19 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Other office paper 7 221 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Other office paper 7 1,325 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA
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154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Misc. plastic containers 7 210 Plastic 0.42Ibs/unit USEPA 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 7 509 Metal 150Ibs/unit USEPA 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 7 500 Plastic llbs/unit x 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Food 7 459 Organic 183.67Ibs/unit x 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse HDPE containers 7 60 Plastic llbs/unit x 
SITE TOTAL 4,616 2,513 0 0 0 

155 5812-Eating places Source reduction Food 8 7,055 Organic 410Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 7,055 0 0 0 0 

156 
5087-Service establishment 
equipment 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

156 
5087-Service establishment 
equipment 

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 5 1,825 Paper llbs/unit x 

156 
5087-Service establishment 
equipment Recycling Other office paper 5 209 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

156 
5087-Service establishment 
equipment 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 5 540 Organic llbs/unit x 

156 
5087-Service establishment 
equipment 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 4,302 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 570 6,335 0 0 0 

157 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1.5 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

157 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1.5 45 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

157 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 1.5 6,591 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 45 6,820 0 0 0 

158 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 6.5 991 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

158 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6.5 5,736 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 

159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. Reuse Ferrous tin/steel cans 19 23 Metal 0.77Ibs/unit USEPA 

159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 19 5,000 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Food 19 261 Organic llbs/unit x 
159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. Reuse Food 19 782 Organic llbs/unit x 
159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Food 19 652 Organic llbs/unit x 
SITE TOTAL 6,718 0 0 0 0 

160 
7537-Automotive transmission 
repair shops 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 688 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

160 
7537-Automotive transmission 
repair shops 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 6,000 Metal llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 688 0 6,000 0 0 

161 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Newspaper 12 391 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

161 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 12 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

161 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 12 1,564 Organic 30Ibs/unit x 

161 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 12 4,693 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,569 5,084 0 0 0 
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154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Misc. plastic containers 7 210 Plastic 0.42lbs/unit USEPA

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 7 509 Metal 150lbs/unit USEPA

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 7 500 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Food 7 459 Organic 183.67lbs/unit x

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse HDPE containers 7 60 Plastic 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 4,616 2,513 0 0 0

155 5812-Eating places Source reduction Food 8 7,055 Organic 410lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 7,055 0 0 0 0

156
5087-Service establishment 
equipment

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

156
5087-Service establishment 
equipment

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 5 1,825 Paper 1lbs/unit x

156
5087-Service establishment 
equipment Recycling Other office paper 5 209 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

156
5087-Service establishment 
equipment

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 5 540 Organic 1lbs/unit x

156
5087-Service establishment 
equipment

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 4,302 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 570 6,335 0 0 0

157
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1.5 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

157
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1.5 45 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

157
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 1.5 6,591 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 45 6,820 0 0 0

158 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 6.5 991 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

158 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6.5 5,736 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL

159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. Reuse Ferrous tin/steel cans 19 23 Metal 0.77lbs/unit USEPA

159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c.
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 19 5,000 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Food 19 261 Organic 1lbs/unit x
159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. Reuse Food 19 782 Organic 1lbs/unit x
159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Food 19 652 Organic 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 6,718 0 0 0 0

160
7537-Automotive transmission 
repair shops

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 688 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

160
7537-Automotive transmission 
repair shops

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 6,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 688 0 6,000 0 0

161 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Newspaper 12 391 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

161 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 12 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

161 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 12 1,564 Organic 30lbs/unit x

161 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 12 4,693 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,569 5,084 0 0 0
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162 4953-Refuse Systems Recycling Tires 21 5,280 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

162 4953-Refuse Systems 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 21 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

162 4953-Refuse Systems 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 21 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

162 4953-Refuse Systems 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 21 98 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

162 4953-Refuse Systems Reuse Durable plastic items 21 684 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 1,313 5,280 0 0 0 

163 8741-Management services Recycling Office white ledger 70 3,000 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 
163 8741-Management services Recycling Office white ledger 70 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

163 8741-Management services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 70 1,200 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

163 8741-Management services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 70 300 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

163 8741-Management services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 70 1,434 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,934 3,600 0 0 0 

164 
5091-Sporting & recreational 
goods Reuse Office white ledger 8 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

164 
5091-Sporting & recreational 
goods 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 5,736 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

164 
5091-Sporting & recreational 
goods 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 8 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 6,518 0 0 0 0 

165 
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c. Recycling Newspaper 32 521 Paper llbs/unit x 

165 
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c. Source reduction Other 32 2,000 Other llbs/unit x 

165 
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c. 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 32 3,129 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

165 
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 32 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,521 3,650 0 0 0 

166 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning Recycling Office white ledger 5 1,895 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

166 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 2,350 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

166 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Recycling Major appliances 
new/expanded only 5 1,903 Metal 158.6Ibs/unit LA Study 

SITE TOTAL 0 4,246 1,903 0 0 

167 7692-Welding repair 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

167 7692-Welding repair 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 12 6,000 Metal llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 130 0 6,000 0 0 

168 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 10 360 Metal llbs/unit x 

168 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 5,736 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 5,736 0 360 0 0 

169 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Recycling Tires 5 6,000 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

169 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 30 6,000 0 0 0 
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162 4953-Refuse Systems Recycling Tires 21 5,280 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

162 4953-Refuse Systems
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 21 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

162 4953-Refuse Systems
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 21 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

162 4953-Refuse Systems
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 21 98 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

162 4953-Refuse Systems Reuse Durable plastic items 21 684 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 1,313 5,280 0 0 0

163 8741-Management services Recycling Office white ledger 70 3,000 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
163 8741-Management services Recycling Office white ledger 70 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

163 8741-Management services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 70 1,200 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

163 8741-Management services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 70 300 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

163 8741-Management services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 70 1,434 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,934 3,600 0 0 0

164
5091-Sporting & recreational 
goods Reuse Office white ledger 8 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

164
5091-Sporting & recreational 
goods

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 5,736 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

164
5091-Sporting & recreational 
goods

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 8 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 6,518 0 0 0 0

165
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c. Recycling Newspaper 32 521 Paper 1lbs/unit x

165
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c. Source reduction Other 32 2,000 Other 1lbs/unit x

165
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c.

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 32 3,129 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

165
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 32 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,521 3,650 0 0 0

166
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning Recycling Office white ledger 5 1,895 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

166
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 2,350 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

166
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Recycling Major appliances 
new/expanded only 5 1,903 Metal 158.6lbs/unit LA Study

SITE TOTAL 0 4,246 1,903 0 0

167 7692-Welding repair
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

167 7692-Welding repair
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 12 6,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 130 0 6,000 0 0

168
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 10 360 Metal 1lbs/unit x

168
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 5,736 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 5,736 0 360 0 0

169
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Recycling Tires 5 6,000 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

169
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 30 6,000 0 0 0
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170 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

170 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recyding Other office paper 30 5,145 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 

170 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Source reduction E-Waste other 30 96 E-Waste llbs/unit x 

170 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 158 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

170 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 869 5,145 0 0 0 

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 15 4,171 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 53 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 15 300 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 1,304 Paper 50Ibs/unit USEPA 

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Film plastic 15 130 Plastic llbs/unit x 
SITE TOTAL 4,655 1,304 0 0 0 

172 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 10 90 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

172 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Office white ledger 10 5,497 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 0 5,587 0 0 0 

173 
4225-General warehousing and 
storage Source reduction Other 3 3,000 Other llbs/unit 

173 
4225-General warehousing and 
storage 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

173 
4225-General warehousing and 
storage 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 3,261 2,294 0 0 0 

174 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 688 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

174 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Recycling Tires 3 4,800 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 688 4,800 0 0 0 

175 
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research Recyding Other office paper 3 60 Paper llbs/unit x 

175 
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 3 18 Metal llbs/unit x 

175 
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 3 20 Metal llbs/unit x 

175 
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 3 5,214 Organic llbs/unit x 

175 
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 3 25 Metal llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 0 5,274 63 0 0 

176 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings Recycling Other office paper 6 522 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

176 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 2,500 Organic llbs/unit x 

176 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 1,000 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 
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170
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

170
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 30 5,145 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA

170
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Source reduction E-Waste other 30 96 E-Waste 1lbs/unit x

170
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 158 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

170
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 869 5,145 0 0 0

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 15 4,171 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 53 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 15 300 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 1,304 Paper 50lbs/unit USEPA

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Film plastic 15 130 Plastic 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 4,655 1,304 0 0 0

172
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 10 90 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

172
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Office white ledger 10 5,497 Paper 363.51lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 0 5,587 0 0 0

173
4225-General warehousing and 
storage Source reduction Other 3 3,000 Other 1lbs/unit

173
4225-General warehousing and 
storage

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

173
4225-General warehousing and 
storage

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 3,261 2,294 0 0 0

174
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 688 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

174
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Recycling Tires 3 4,800 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 688 4,800 0 0 0

175
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research Recycling Other office paper 3 60 Paper 1lbs/unit x

175
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 3 18 Metal 1lbs/unit x

175
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 3 20 Metal 1lbs/unit x

175
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 3 5,214 Organic 1lbs/unit x

175
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 3 25 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 5,274 63 0 0

176
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings Recycling Other office paper 6 522 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

176
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 2,500 Organic 1lbs/unit x

176
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 1,000 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study
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176 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

176 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

176 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6 456 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 4,487 522 0 0 0 

177 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 12 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

177 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 12 500 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

177 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 12 100 Metal llbs/unit x 

177 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 12 600 Plastic llbs/unit x 

177 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 12 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 2570.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

177 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 12 80 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

177 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Prunings and trimmings 12 1,800 Organic llbs/unit x 

177 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 12 1,900 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 4,880 0 100 0 0 

178 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 6.5 4,470 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

178 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6.5 495 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 495 4,470 0 0 0 

179 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

179 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Recycling Tires 10 1,600 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

179 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 10 1,920 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,147 3,520 0 0 0 

180 
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 850 1,350 
Source reduction Office white 

 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

180 
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. ledger 850 3,200 Paper 800Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 4,550 0 0 0 0 

181 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 172 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

181 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Other office paper 3 1,325 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

181 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 3 29 Metal 0.28Ibs/unit USEPA 

181 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 3 3,000 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

181 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 3,005 1,526 0 0 0 

182 7542-Carwashes 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 3,097 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

182 7542-Carwashes 
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 6 1,032 Plastic 0.33Ibs/unit USEPA 

182 7542-Carwashes 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6 297 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 4,427 0 0 0 0 
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176
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

176
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

176
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6 456 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 4,487 522 0 0 0

177
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 12 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96lbs/unit Tellus

177
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 12 500 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

177
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 12 100 Metal 1lbs/unit x

177
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 12 600 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

177
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 12 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2570.96lbs/unit Tellus

177
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 12 80 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

177
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Prunings and trimmings 12 1,800 Organic 1lbs/unit x

177
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 12 1,900 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 4,880 0 100 0 0

178 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 6.5 4,470 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

178 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6.5 495 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 495 4,470 0 0 0

179
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

179
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Recycling Tires 10 1,600 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

179
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 10 1,920 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,147 3,520 0 0 0

180
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c.

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 850 1,350 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

180
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 850 3,200 Paper 800lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 4,550 0 0 0 0

181 7011-Hotels and Motels
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 172 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

181 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Other office paper 3 1,325 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

181 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 3 29 Metal 0.28lbs/unit USEPA

181 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 3 3,000 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

181 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 3,005 1,526 0 0 0

182 7542-Carwashes
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 3,097 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

182 7542-Carwashes
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 6 1,032 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA

182 7542-Carwashes
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6 297 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 4,427 0 0 0 0
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183 8741-Management services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 12 300 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

183 8741-Management services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 391 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

183 8741-Management services Recycling Other office paper 12 1,987 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

183 8741-Management services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

183 8741-Management services 
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 12 97 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

183 8741-Management services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

183 8741-Management services 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 574 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,405 1,987 0 0 0 

184 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 10 1,987 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

184 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Scavenging Other 10 0 Other llbs/unit x 

184 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

184 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 10 1,680 Organic 6.7123Ibs/unit x 

184 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Food 10 90 Organic 30Ibs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 2,201 1,987 0 0 90 

185 8100-Legal services Recycling Other office paper 30 3,622 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 

185 8100-Legal services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

185 8100-Legal services 
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 30 56 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

185 8100-Legal services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 637 3,622 0 0 0 

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 200 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 4 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 200 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 1,350 Plastic llbs/unit x 

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 1,200 Plastic llbs/unit x 

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 800 Plastic llbs/unit x 

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 4 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 3,979 261 0 0 0 

187 
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 3 23 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

187 
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 3 4,171 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 4,194 0 0 0 0 

188 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Source reduction HDPE 
containers 6 1,043 Plastic 0.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

188 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 6 1,000 Metal llbs/unit x 
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183 8741-Management services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 12 300 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

183 8741-Management services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 391 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

183 8741-Management services Recycling Other office paper 12 1,987 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

183 8741-Management services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

183 8741-Management services
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 12 97 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

183 8741-Management services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

183 8741-Management services
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 574 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,405 1,987 0 0 0

184
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 10 1,987 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

184
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Scavenging Other 10 0 Other 1lbs/unit x

184
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

184
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 10 1,680 Organic 6.7123lbs/unit x

184
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Food 10 90 Organic 30lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 2,201 1,987 0 0 90

185 8100-Legal services Recycling Other office paper 30 3,622 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA

185 8100-Legal services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

185 8100-Legal services
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 30 56 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

185 8100-Legal services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 637 3,622 0 0 0

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 200 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 4 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 200 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 1,350 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 1,200 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 800 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c.
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 4 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 3,979 261 0 0 0

187
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c.

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 3 23 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

187
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c.

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 3 4,171 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 4,194 0 0 0 0

188
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Source reduction HDPE 
containers 6 1,043 Plastic 0.2lbs/unit USEPA

188
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 6 1,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x
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188 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 122 Organic 6.7123Ibs/unit x 

188 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Recycling Tires 6 2,000 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

188 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6 23 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,188 2,000 1,000 0 0 

189 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 7.25 3,885 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 

190 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 6 396 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

190 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 3,441 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 396 3,441 0 0 0 

191 7841-Video Tape Rental 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 10 1,304 Plastic llbs/unit x 

191 7841-Video Tape Rental 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

191 7841-Video Tape Rental 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,434 2,294 0 0 0 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 6 1,140 Plastic 0.19Ibs/unit USEPA 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 6 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 2441.25Ibs/unit Tellus 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Newspaper 6 365 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Material exchange Leaves and 
grass 6 1,200 Organic 25Ibs/unit USEPA 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 6 330 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 6 400 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 6 30 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 145 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 6 17 Plastic 0.33Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 3,627 0 0 0 0 

193 
4841-Cable and Other Pay 
Television Services Recycling Wood pallets 6 2,400 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

193 
4841-Cable and Other Pay 
Television Services 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

193 
4841-Cable and Other Pay 
Television Services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 5 3,547 0 0 0 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores 

Source reduction Ferrous 
tin/steel cans 3 20 Metal 0.77Ibs/unit USEPA 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 3 950 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores Reuse HDPE containers 3 375 Plastic llbs/unit x 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 13 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores Source reduction Lumber 3 200 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit x 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores Recycling Newspaper 3 168 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 
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188
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 122 Organic 6.7123lbs/unit x

188
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Recycling Tires 6 2,000 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

188
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6 23 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,188 2,000 1,000 0 0

189 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 7.25 3,885 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL

190 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 6 396 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

190 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 3,441 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 396 3,441 0 0 0

191 7841-Video Tape Rental
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 10 1,304 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

191 7841-Video Tape Rental
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

191 7841-Video Tape Rental
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,434 2,294 0 0 0

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 6 1,140 Plastic 0.19lbs/unit USEPA

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 6 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2441.25lbs/unit Tellus

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Newspaper 6 365 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Material exchange Leaves and 
grass 6 1,200 Organic 25lbs/unit USEPA

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 6 330 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 6 400 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 6 30 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 145 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 6 17 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 3,627 0 0 0 0

193
4841-Cable and Other Pay 
Television Services Recycling Wood pallets 6 2,400 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

193
4841-Cable and Other Pay 
Television Services

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

193
4841-Cable and Other Pay 
Television Services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 5 3,547 0 0 0

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores

Source reduction Ferrous 
tin/steel cans 3 20 Metal 0.77lbs/unit USEPA

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 3 950 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores Reuse HDPE containers 3 375 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 13 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores Source reduction Lumber 3 200

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores Recycling Newspaper 3 168 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.
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194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores Reuse HDPE containers 3 1,000 Plastic llbs/unit x 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores Recycling Other office paper 3 662 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 53 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 50 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 53 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,660 883 0 0 0 

195 4724-Travel agencies Recycling Other office paper 6 1,325 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

195 4724-Travel agencies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 31 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 

195 4724-Travel agencies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

195 4724-Travel agencies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 1,564 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

195 4724-Travel agencies 
Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 516 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,655 1,841 0 0 0 

196 5191-Farm supplies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 3,441 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 3,441 0 0 0 0 

197 8351-Child Day Care Services Reuse Office white ledger 11 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

197 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
paper 11 1,629 Paper llbs/unit x 

197 8351-Child Day Care Services Composting Food 11 1,043 Organic llbs/unit x 

197 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 11 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

197 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,364 0 0 0 1,043 

198 
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

198 equipment Recycling Wood pallets 4 
5063-Electrical apparatus and 

 

960 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 2,294 960 0 0 0 

199 
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Recycling Other office paper 5 2,650 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

199 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

199 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 2,879 0 0 0 

200 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Bulky items 6 100 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

200 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 3,033 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 3,133 0 0 0 0 

201 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recyding Other office paper 10 831 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

201 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 172 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 
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194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores Reuse HDPE containers 3 1,000 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores Recycling Other office paper 3 662 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 53 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 50 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 53 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,660 883 0 0 0

195 4724-Travel agencies Recycling Other office paper 6 1,325 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

195 4724-Travel agencies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 31 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

195 4724-Travel agencies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

195 4724-Travel agencies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 1,564 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

195 4724-Travel agencies
Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 516 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,655 1,841 0 0 0

196 5191-Farm supplies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 3,441 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 3,441 0 0 0 0

197 8351-Child Day Care Services Reuse Office white ledger 11 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

197 8351-Child Day Care Services
Reuse Remainder/composite 
paper 11 1,629 Paper 1lbs/unit x

197 8351-Child Day Care Services Composting Food 11 1,043 Organic 1lbs/unit x

197 8351-Child Day Care Services
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 11 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

197 8351-Child Day Care Services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,364 0 0 0 1,043

198
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

198
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment Recycling Wood pallets 4 960 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,294 960 0 0 0

199
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Recycling Other office paper 5 2,650 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

199
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

199
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 2,879 0 0 0

200 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Bulky items 6 100 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

200 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 3,033 Paper 363.51lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 3,133 0 0 0 0

201
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 10 831 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

201
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 172 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA
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201 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recyding Other office paper 10 1,325 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

201 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 172 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

201 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 694 2,328 0 0 0 

202 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 2.5 2,607 Metal llbs/unit x 

202 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2.5 4 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

202 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Source reduction Newspaper 2.5 365 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

SITE TOTAL 369 0 2,607 0 0 

203 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 12 1,000 Organic llbs/unit x 

203 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses Source reduction Bulky items 12 500 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

203 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 12 13 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

203 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

203 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 12 4 Plastic llbs/unit x 

203 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 12 1,327 Paper 363.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

203 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 12 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,574 1,340 0 0 0 

204 
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 75 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

204 
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c. 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 143 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

204 
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 2,346 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

204 
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c. 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 5 36 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA 

204 
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c. 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 287 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,888 0 0 0 0 

205 8231-Libraries 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 2,008 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

205 8231-Libraries 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 9 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

205 8231-Libraries Reuse Office white ledger 9 22 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 
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201
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 10 1,325 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

201
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 172 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

201
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 694 2,328 0 0 0

202
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 2.5 2,607 Metal 1lbs/unit x

202
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2.5 4 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

202
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Source reduction Newspaper 2.5 365 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

SITE TOTAL 369 0 2,607 0 0

203

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 12 1,000 Organic 1lbs/unit x

203

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses Source reduction Bulky items 12 500 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

203

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 12 13 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

203

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

203

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 12 4 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

203

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 12 1,327 Paper 363.5lbs/unit USEPA

203

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 12 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,574 1,340 0 0 0

204
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 75 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

204
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 143 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

204
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 2,346 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

204
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c.

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 5 36 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA

204
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 287 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,888 0 0 0 0

205 8231-Libraries
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 2,008 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

205 8231-Libraries
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 9 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

205 8231-Libraries Reuse Office white ledger 9 22 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA
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205 8231-Libraries 
Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 9 782 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,034 782 0 0 0 

206 7692-Welding repair 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 15 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

206 7692-Welding repair 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 15 2,718 Metal 226.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

206 7692-Welding repair Reuse Office white ledger 15 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

206 7692-Welding repair 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 15 5 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 95 0 2,718 0 0 

207 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1 100 Plastic llbs/unit x 

207 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 1 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

207 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 1 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

207 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 1 57 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 157 2,637 0 0 0 

208 
5039-Construction materials, 
n.e.c. Recyding Wood pallets 10 1,920 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

208 
5039-Construction materials, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 10 800 Metal llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 0 1,920 800 0 0 

209 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 2,607 Paper 50Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 2,607 0 0 0 

210 
8041-Offices and clinics of 
chiropractors Recyding Other office paper 7 1,002 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

210 
8041-Offices and clinics of 
chiropractors Reuse Office white ledger 7 626 Paper 0.12Ibs/unit USEPA 

210 
8041-Offices and clinics of 
chiropractors Reuse Magazines and catalogs 7 108 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA 

210 
8041-Offices and clinics of 
chiropractors 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 860 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,594 1,002 0 0 0 

211 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 5.5 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

211 9121-Legislative Bodies Recyding Other office paper 5.5 720 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

211 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 5.5 18 Paper 0.014Ibs/unit CIWMB 

211 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5.5 300 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

211 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5.5 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

211 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5.5 344 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

211 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5.5 652 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,541 1,021 0 0 0 

212 5813-Drinking places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5.5 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

212 5813-Drinking places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5.5 1,955 Paper llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 0 2,414 0 0 0 
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205 8231-Libraries
Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 9 782 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,034 782 0 0 0

206 7692-Welding repair
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 15 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

206 7692-Welding repair
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 15 2,718 Metal 226.5lbs/unit USEPA

206 7692-Welding repair Reuse Office white ledger 15 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

206 7692-Welding repair
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 15 5 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 95 0 2,718 0 0

207 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1 100 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

207 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 1 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

207 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 1 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

207 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 1 57 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 157 2,637 0 0 0

208
5039-Construction materials, 
n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 10 1,920 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

208
5039-Construction materials, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 10 800 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 1,920 800 0 0

209 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 2,607 Paper 50lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 2,607 0 0 0

210
8041-Offices and clinics of 
chiropractors Recycling Other office paper 7 1,002 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

210
8041-Offices and clinics of 
chiropractors Reuse Office white ledger 7 626 Paper 0.12lbs/unit USEPA

210
8041-Offices and clinics of 
chiropractors Reuse Magazines and catalogs 7 108 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

210
8041-Offices and clinics of 
chiropractors

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 860 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,594 1,002 0 0 0

211 9121-Legislative Bodies
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 5.5 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

211 9121-Legislative Bodies Recycling Other office paper 5.5 720 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

211 9121-Legislative Bodies
Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 5.5 18 Paper 0.014lbs/unit CIWMB

211 9121-Legislative Bodies
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5.5 300 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

211 9121-Legislative Bodies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5.5 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

211 9121-Legislative Bodies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5.5 344 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

211 9121-Legislative Bodies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5.5 652 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,541 1,021 0 0 0

212 5813-Drinking places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5.5 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

212 5813-Drinking places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5.5 1,955 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 2,414 0 0 0
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213 3599-Industrial machinery, n.e.c. 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 3 23 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

213 3599-Industrial machinery, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 3 4 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

213 3599-Industrial machinery, n.e.c. 
Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 3 453 Metal 906.43Ibs/unit Tellus 

213 3599-Industrial machinery, n.e.c. 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 3 165 Metal 165Ibs/unit FEECO 

213 3599-Industrial machinery, n.e.c. 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 3 4 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

213 3599-Industrial machinery, n.e.c. 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 1,721 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,752 0 618 0 0 

214 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties Reuse Office white ledger 9 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

214 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 9 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

214 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties Recycling Other office paper 9 1,603 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

214 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 694 Paper 16.64Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 35 2,297 0 0 0 

215 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3.5 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 2,294 0 0 0 

216 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 2,294 0 0 0 

217 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,294 0 0 0 0 

218 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 26 180 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

218 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 26 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

218 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 26 782 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 962 1,304 0 0 0 

219 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 2 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

219 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

219 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 2 2,086 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

219 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 98 Plastic 6.27Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 2,244 5 0 0 0 

220 
1423-Crushed and broken 
granite Recycling Office white ledger 6 521 Paper llbs/unit x 

220 
1423-Crushed and broken 
granite 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

220 
1423-Crushed and broken 
granite Recycling Wood pallets 6 960 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

220 
1423-Crushed and broken 
granite 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 480 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 741 1,481 0 0 0 
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213 3599-Industrial machinery, n.e.c.
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 3 23 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

213 3599-Industrial machinery, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 3 4 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

213 3599-Industrial machinery, n.e.c.
Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 3 453 Metal 906.43lbs/unit Tellus

213 3599-Industrial machinery, n.e.c.
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 3 165 Metal 165lbs/unit FEECO

213 3599-Industrial machinery, n.e.c.
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 3 4 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

213 3599-Industrial machinery, n.e.c.
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 1,721 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,752 0 618 0 0

214
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties Reuse Office white ledger 9 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

214
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 9 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

214
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties Recycling Other office paper 9 1,603 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

214
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 694 Paper 16.64lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 35 2,297 0 0 0

215 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3.5 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 2,294 0 0 0

216
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 2,294 0 0 0

217
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,294 0 0 0 0

218
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 26 180 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

218
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 26 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

218
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 26 782 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 962 1,304 0 0 0

219
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 2 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

219
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

219
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 2 2,086 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

219
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 98 Plastic 6.27lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 2,244 5 0 0 0

220
1423-Crushed and broken 
granite Recycling Office white ledger 6 521 Paper 1lbs/unit x

220
1423-Crushed and broken 
granite

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

220
1423-Crushed and broken 
granite Recycling Wood pallets 6 960 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

220
1423-Crushed and broken 
granite

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 480 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 741 1,481 0 0 0
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221 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

221 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 6 900 Organic llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 2,204 0 0 0 0 

222 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 7 750 Organic llbs/unit x 

222 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

222 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 7 500 Organic llbs/unit x 

222 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 688 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 949 1,250 0 0 0 

223 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 14.5 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

223 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recyding Other office paper 14.5 1,043 Paper llbs/unit x 

223 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 14.5 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

223 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14.5 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 521 1,517 0 0 0 

224 
5499-Miscellaneous Food 
Stores Source reduction Newspaper 4 521 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

224 
5499-Miscellaneous Food 
Stores Reuse Paper bags 4 117 Paper llbs/unit x 

224 
5499-Miscellaneous Food 
Stores 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 4 1,377 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,015 0 0 0 0 

225 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 15 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

225 9121-Legislative Bodies Recycling Other office paper 15 1,220 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

225 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 15 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

225 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 15 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 730 1,220 0 0 0 

226 
7342-Disinfecting & pest control 
services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 15 1,800 Plastic 15Ibs/unit UCLA /rs 

226 
7342-Disinfecting & pest control 
services 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 15 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,930 0 0 0 0 

227 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers Recycling Wood pallets 2 1,200 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

227 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 2 225 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

227 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 2 450 Metal llbs/unit x 

227 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 6 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 6 1,425 450 0 0 
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221 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

221 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 6 900 Organic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 2,204 0 0 0 0

222
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 7 750 Organic 1lbs/unit x

222
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

222
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 7 500 Organic 1lbs/unit x

222
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 688 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 949 1,250 0 0 0

223
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 14.5 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

223
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 14.5 1,043 Paper 1lbs/unit x

223
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 14.5 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

223
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14.5 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 521 1,517 0 0 0

224
5499-Miscellaneous Food 
Stores Source reduction Newspaper 4 521 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

224
5499-Miscellaneous Food 
Stores Reuse Paper bags 4 117 Paper 1lbs/unit x

224
5499-Miscellaneous Food 
Stores

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 4 1,377 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,015 0 0 0 0

225 9121-Legislative Bodies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 15 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

225 9121-Legislative Bodies Recycling Other office paper 15 1,220 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

225 9121-Legislative Bodies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 15 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

225 9121-Legislative Bodies
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 15 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 730 1,220 0 0 0

226
7342-Disinfecting & pest control 
services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 15 1,800 Plastic 15lbs/unit UCLA /rs

226
7342-Disinfecting & pest control 
services

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 15 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,930 0 0 0 0

227
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers Recycling Wood pallets 2 1,200 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

227
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 2 225 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

227
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 2 450 Metal 1lbs/unit x

227
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 6 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 6 1,425 450 0 0
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228 
8099-Health and Allied Services, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 14 20 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

228 
8099-Health and Allied Services, 
n.e.c. Recyding Office white ledger 14 1,043 Paper llbs/unit x 

228 
8099-Health and Allied Services, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 14 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

228 
8099-Health and Allied Services, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 751 1,063 0 0 0 

229 
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

229 
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service Recycling Other office paper 2 384 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

229 
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 135 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

229 
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service Reuse Office white ledger 2 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

229 
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service Recycling Newspaper 2 261 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

229 
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 172 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 996 817 0 0 0 

230 5944-Jewelry stores Recycling Other office paper 15 1,325 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 
230 5944-Jewelry stores Reuse Other office paper 15 417 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

230 5944-Jewelry stores 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 15 6 Plastic 6.27Ibs/unit Tellus 

230 5944-Jewelry stores 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 15 18 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 441 1,325 0 0 0 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 13 Plastic 0.25Ibs/unit USEPA 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 150 Plastic llbs/unit x 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 13 317 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 13 200 Organic llbs/unit x 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 13 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 13 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 10 Plastic 0.19Ibs/unit USEPA 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Lumber 13 202 
Construction 
Demolition 

and 
202.2Ibs/unit 

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 14 Plastic llbs/unit x 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 548 Plastic llbs/unit x 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 200 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 13 20 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,763 0 0 0 0 

232 
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 5 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 
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228
8099-Health and Allied Services, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 14 20 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

228
8099-Health and Allied Services, 
n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 14 1,043 Paper 1lbs/unit x

228
8099-Health and Allied Services, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 14 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

228
8099-Health and Allied Services, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 751 1,063 0 0 0

229
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

229
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service Recycling Other office paper 2 384 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

229
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 135 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

229
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service Reuse Office white ledger 2 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

229
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service Recycling Newspaper 2 261 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

229
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 172 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 996 817 0 0 0

230 5944-Jewelry stores Recycling Other office paper 15 1,325 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA
230 5944-Jewelry stores Reuse Other office paper 15 417 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

230 5944-Jewelry stores
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 15 6 Plastic 6.27lbs/unit Tellus

230 5944-Jewelry stores
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 15 18 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 441 1,325 0 0 0

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 13 Plastic 0.25lbs/unit USEPA

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 150 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 13 317 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 13 200 Organic 1lbs/unit x

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 13 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 13 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 10 Plastic 0.19lbs/unit USEPA

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Lumber 13 202
Construction and 
Demolition 202.2lbs/unit

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 14 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 548 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 200 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 13 20 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,763 0 0 0 0

232
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 5 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA
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232 
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations Recycling Other office paper 5 1,325 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

232 
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 144 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

232 
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 115 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

232 
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 57 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

232 
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations Reuse Office white ledger 5 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 241 1,440 0 0 0 

233 

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 209 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

233 

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction 

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 10 0 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit x 

233 

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

233 

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction Reuse Durable plastic items 10 46 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

233 

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction 

Scavenging Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 10 906 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

233 

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 10 247 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

233 

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction 

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 10 0 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 762 0 906 0 0 

234 8712-Architectural services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 9 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

234 8712-Architectural services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

234 8712-Architectural services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

234 8712-Architectural services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 172 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

234 8712-Architectural services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 240 Paper llbs/unit x 

234 8712-Architectural services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

234 8712-Architectural services Reuse Office white ledger 10 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 1,603 0 0 0 0 

235 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 402 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

235 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 3 1,200 Metal llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 402 0 1,200 0 0 

236 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 20 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

236 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

236 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 20 990 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 551 990 0 0 0 
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232
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations Recycling Other office paper 5 1,325 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

232
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 144 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

232
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 115 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

232
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 57 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

232
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations Reuse Office white ledger 5 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 241 1,440 0 0 0

233

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 209 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

233

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 10 0

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

233

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

233

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction Reuse Durable plastic items 10 46 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

233

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction

Scavenging Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 10 906 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

233

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 10 247 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

233

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 10 0

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 762 0 906 0 0

234 8712-Architectural services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 9 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

234 8712-Architectural services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

234 8712-Architectural services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

234 8712-Architectural services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 172 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

234 8712-Architectural services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 240 Paper 1lbs/unit x

234 8712-Architectural services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

234 8712-Architectural services Reuse Office white ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 1,603 0 0 0 0

235
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 402 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

235
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 3 1,200 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 402 0 1,200 0 0

236
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 20 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

236
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

236
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 20 990 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 551 990 0 0 0
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237 
8322-Individual and Family 
Sodal Services 

Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 12 391 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA 

237 
8322-Individual and Family 
Sodal Services 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 36 Paper llbs/unit x 

237 
8322-Individual and Family 
Sodal Services 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 12 83 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

237 
8322-Individual and Family 
Sodal Services 

Recycling Phone books and 
directories 12 12 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

237 
8322-Individual and Family 
Sodal Services Reuse HDPE containers 12 521 Plastic llbs/unit x 

237 
8322-Individual and Family 
Sodal Services 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 459 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,100 403 0 0 0 

238 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 30 626 Organic 12Ibs/unit USEPA 

238 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 72 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

238 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 240 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

238 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 451 Plastic 6.27Ibs/unit Tellus 

238 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily plastic 30 111 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

SITE TOTAL 1,500 0 0 0 0 

239 5172-Petroleum products, n.e.c. 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 11 800 Metal llbs/unit x 

239 5172-Petroleum products, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 11 400 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

239 5172-Petroleum products, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 11 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 400 800 0 0 

240 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

240 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recyding Other office paper 7 610 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

240 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

240 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 276 1,183 0 0 0 

241 
5051-Metals service centers and 
offices 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 2 1,304 Organic 25Ibs/unit USEPA 

241 
5051-Metals service centers and 
offices 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

241 
5051-Metals service centers and 
offices 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,429 0 0 0 0 

242 
0781-Landscape Counseling 
and Planning 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 49 Plastic 6.27Ibs/unit Tellus 

242 
0781-Landscape Counseling 
and Planning 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 528 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

242 
0781-Landscape Counseling 
and Planning Reuse Office white ledger 5 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

242 
0781-Landscape Counseling 
and Planning 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 240 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,417 0 0 0 0 
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237
8322-Individual and Family 
Social Services

Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 12 391 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

237
8322-Individual and Family 
Social Services

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 36 Paper 1lbs/unit x

237
8322-Individual and Family 
Social Services

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 12 83 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

237
8322-Individual and Family 
Social Services

Recycling Phone books and 
directories 12 12 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

237
8322-Individual and Family 
Social Services Reuse HDPE containers 12 521 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

237
8322-Individual and Family 
Social Services

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 459 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,100 403 0 0 0

238
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 30 626 Organic 12lbs/unit USEPA

238
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 72 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

238
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 240 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

238
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 451 Plastic 6.27lbs/unit Tellus

238
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily plastic 30 111 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

SITE TOTAL 1,500 0 0 0 0

239 5172-Petroleum products, n.e.c.
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 11 800 Metal 1lbs/unit x

239 5172-Petroleum products, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 11 400 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

239 5172-Petroleum products, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 11 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 400 800 0 0

240
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

240
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 7 610 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

240
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

240
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 276 1,183 0 0 0

241
5051-Metals service centers and 
offices

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 2 1,304 Organic 25lbs/unit USEPA

241
5051-Metals service centers and 
offices

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

241
5051-Metals service centers and 
offices

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,429 0 0 0 0

242
0781-Landscape Counseling 
and Planning

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 49 Plastic 6.27lbs/unit Tellus

242
0781-Landscape Counseling 
and Planning

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 528 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

242
0781-Landscape Counseling 
and Planning Reuse Office white ledger 5 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

242
0781-Landscape Counseling 
and Planning

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 240 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,417 0 0 0 0
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243 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

243 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 1,147 0 0 0 

244 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 12 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

244 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,408 0 0 0 0 

245 
5043-Photographic equipment 
and supplies 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 120 Plastic llbs/unit x 

245 
5043-Photographic equipment 
and supplies 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

245 
5043-Photographic equipment 
and supplies 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,398 0 0 0 0 

246 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 14 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

246 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

246 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Recycling Other office paper 14 200 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,095 200 0 0 0 

247 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 96 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

247 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 1,004 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

247 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 6 44 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

247 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 90 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

247 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

247 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Reuse Misc. plastic containers 6 0 Plastic 0.0075Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,295 0 0 0 0 

248 
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

248 
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research 

Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 7 391 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA 

248 
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research Recycling Other office paper 7 300 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 600 691 0 0 0 

249 5085-Industrial supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

249 5085-Industrial supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 9 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

249 5085-Industrial supplies 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 6 156 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

249 5085-Industrial supplies Reuse Other office paper 6 417 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

249 5085-Industrial supplies 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 6 250 Organic llbs/unit x 
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243

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

243

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 1,147 0 0 0

244
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 12 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

244
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,408 0 0 0 0

245
5043-Photographic equipment 
and supplies

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 120 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

245
5043-Photographic equipment 
and supplies

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

245
5043-Photographic equipment 
and supplies

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,398 0 0 0 0

246
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 14 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

246
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

246
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Recycling Other office paper 14 200 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,095 200 0 0 0

247
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 96 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

247
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 1,004 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

247
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 6 44 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

247
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 90 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

247
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

247
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Reuse Misc. plastic containers 6 0 Plastic 0.0075lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,295 0 0 0 0

248
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

248
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research

Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 7 391 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

248
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research Recycling Other office paper 7 300 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 600 691 0 0 0

249 5085-Industrial supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

249 5085-Industrial supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 9 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

249 5085-Industrial supplies
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 6 156 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

249 5085-Industrial supplies Reuse Other office paper 6 417 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

249 5085-Industrial supplies
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 6 250 Organic 1lbs/unit x
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249 5085-Industrial supplies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 132 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

249 5085-Industrial supplies Reuse Office white ledger 6 62 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 1,287 0 0 0 0 

250 8661-Religious Organizations 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 180 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

250 8661-Religious Organizations 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

250 8661-Religious Organizations 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 7 250 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

250 8661-Religious Organizations Source reduction Bulky items 7 750 Special Waste llbs/unit x 
SITE TOTAL 1,240 0 0 0 0 

251 1771-Concrete Work Recycling Wood pallets 10 960 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

251 1771-Concrete Work 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 960 0 0 0 

252 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 13 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

252 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 918 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

252 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 273 918 0 0 0 

253 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 23 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

253 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 23 760 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

253 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 23 48 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

253 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 23 300 Plastic llbs/unit x 

253 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 23 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 2570.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 1,168 0 0 0 0 

254 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,147 0 0 0 0 

255 
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,147 0 0 0 0 

256 
4581-Airports, Flying Fields and 
Airport Terminal Services Recycling Tires 6 1,000 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

256 
4581-Airports, Flying Fields and 
Airport Terminal Services 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 6 36 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA 

256 
4581-Airports, Flying Fields and 
Airport Terminal Services 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 99 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 135 1,000 0 0 0 

257 
5561-Recreational Vehicle 
Dealers 

Source reduction Other office 
paper 5 401 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

257 
5561-Recreational Vehicle 
Dealers 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 5 241 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

257 
5561-Recreational Vehicle 
Dealers 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 430 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 
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249 5085-Industrial supplies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 132 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

249 5085-Industrial supplies Reuse Office white ledger 6 62 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 1,287 0 0 0 0

250 8661-Religious Organizations
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 180 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

250 8661-Religious Organizations
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

250 8661-Religious Organizations
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 7 250 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

250 8661-Religious Organizations Source reduction Bulky items 7 750 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 1,240 0 0 0 0

251 1771-Concrete Work Recycling Wood pallets 10 960 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

251 1771-Concrete Work
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 960 0 0 0

252
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 13 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

252
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 918 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

252
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 273 918 0 0 0

253
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 23 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

253
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 23 760 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

253
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 23 48 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

253
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 23 300 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

253
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 23 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2570.96lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 1,168 0 0 0 0

254

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,147 0 0 0 0

255
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,147 0 0 0 0

256
4581-Airports, Flying Fields and 
Airport Terminal Services Recycling Tires 6 1,000 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

256
4581-Airports, Flying Fields and 
Airport Terminal Services

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 6 36 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA

256
4581-Airports, Flying Fields and 
Airport Terminal Services

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 99 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 135 1,000 0 0 0

257
5561-Recreational Vehicle 
Dealers

Source reduction Other office 
paper 5 401 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

257
5561-Recreational Vehicle 
Dealers

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 5 241 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

257
5561-Recreational Vehicle 
Dealers

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 430 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA
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257 
5561-Recreational Vehicle 
Dealers 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 18 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 

258 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recyding Other office paper 7.5 192 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

258 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7.5 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

258 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7.5 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

258 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7.5 344 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 536 536 0 0 0 

259 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 803 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

259 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,064 0 0 0 0 

260 

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways Recycling Tires 17 360 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

260 

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways Reuse Tires 17 240 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

260 

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
metal new/expanded only 17 360 Metal llbs/unit x 

260 

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 17 40 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

260 

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways 

Recycling Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 17 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 2441.25Ibs/unit Tellus 

260 

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 17 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 295 360 360 0 0 

261 
7212-Garment pressing & 
cleaners' agents 

Reuse Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 730 Metal 0.14Ibs/unit CIWMB 

261 
7212-Garment pressing & 
cleaners' agents Reuse Film plastic 5 261 Plastic llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 261 0 730 0 0 

262 5932-Used Merchandise Stores 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 1.5 688 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

262 5932-Used Merchandise Stores Recycling Office white ledger 1.5 261 Paper llbs/unit x 
SITE TOTAL 688 261 0 0 0 

263 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 21 652 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

263 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 21 240 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 
SITE TOTAL 892 0 0 0 0 

264 
7536-Automotive glass 
replacement shops 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 14 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 

264 
7536-Automotive glass 
replacement shops 

Source reduction Other office 
paper 5 8 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 
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257
5561-Recreational Vehicle 
Dealers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 18 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL

258
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 7.5 192 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

258
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7.5 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

258
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7.5 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

258
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7.5 344 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 536 536 0 0 0

259 8351-Child Day Care Services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 803 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

259 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,064 0 0 0 0

260

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways Recycling Tires 17 360 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

260

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways Reuse Tires 17 240 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

260

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways

Recycling Remainder/composite 
metal new/expanded only 17 360 Metal 1lbs/unit x

260

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 17 40 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

260

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways

Recycling Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 17 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2441.25lbs/unit Tellus

260

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 17 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 295 360 360 0 0

261
7212-Garment pressing & 
cleaners' agents

Reuse Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 730 Metal 0.14lbs/unit CIWMB

261
7212-Garment pressing & 
cleaners' agents Reuse Film plastic 5 261 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 261 0 730 0 0

262 5932-Used Merchandise Stores
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 1.5 688 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

262 5932-Used Merchandise Stores Recycling Office white ledger 1.5 261 Paper 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 688 261 0 0 0

263 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 21 652 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

263 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 21 240 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh
SITE TOTAL 892 0 0 0 0

264
7536-Automotive glass 
replacement shops

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 14 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

264
7536-Automotive glass 
replacement shops

Source reduction Other office 
paper 5 8 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA
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264 
7536-Automotive glass 
replacement shops 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 182 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

264 
7536-Automotive glass 
replacement shops 

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 5 654 Paper 363.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 22 836 0 0 0 

265 7384-Photofinishing laboratories Reuse HDPE containers 4.5 81 Plastic llbs/unit x 

265 7384-Photofinishing laboratories 
Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 4.5 652 Paper llbs/unit x 

265 7384-Photofinishing laboratories Recycling HDPE containers 4.5 81 Plastic llbs/unit x 
SITE TOTAL 81 733 0 0 0 

266 8711-Engineering services 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 26 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

266 8711-Engineering services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

266 8711-Engineering services Reuse Lumber 7 152 
Construction and 
Demolition 202.2Ibs/unit 

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average 

266 8711-Engineering services 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 7 108 Organic 1081bs/unit USEPA 

266 8711-Engineering services 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 7 453 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

266 8711-Engineering services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 351 0 453 0 0 

267 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

267 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1 15 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

267 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers Source reduction Bulky items 1 50 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

267 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 66 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

267 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers Recyding Other office paper 1 662 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 70 728 0 0 0 

268 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

268 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 751 0 0 0 0 

269 5932-Used Merchandise Stores 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 172 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

269 5932-Used Merchandise Stores 
Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 2 563 Paper 1.081bs/unit LA Study 

SITE TOTAL 735 0 0 0 0 

270 
7212-Garment pressing & 
cleaners' agents 

Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 2 730 Metal 0.14Ibs/unit CIWMB 

SITE TOTAL 0 0 730 0 0 

271 5944-Jewelry stores 
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 124 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

271 

County of San Diego 

5944-Jewelry stores 

Unincorporated Areas 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 602 

Section 9B - All Non -Residential Audits 

Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 
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264
7536-Automotive glass 
replacement shops

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 182 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

264
7536-Automotive glass 
replacement shops

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 5 654 Paper 363.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 22 836 0 0 0

265 7384-Photofinishing laboratories Reuse HDPE containers 4.5 81 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

265 7384-Photofinishing laboratories
Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 4.5 652 Paper 1lbs/unit x

265 7384-Photofinishing laboratories Recycling HDPE containers 4.5 81 Plastic 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 81 733 0 0 0

266 8711-Engineering services
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 26 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

266 8711-Engineering services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

266 8711-Engineering services Reuse Lumber 7 152
Construction and 
Demolition 202.2lbs/unit

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average

266 8711-Engineering services
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 7 108 Organic 108lbs/unit USEPA

266 8711-Engineering services
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 7 453 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

266 8711-Engineering services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 351 0 453 0 0

267
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

267
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1 15 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

267
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers Source reduction Bulky items 1 50 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

267
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 66 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

267
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers Recycling Other office paper 1 662 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 70 728 0 0 0

268
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

268
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 751 0 0 0 0

269 5932-Used Merchandise Stores
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 172 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

269 5932-Used Merchandise Stores
Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 2 563 Paper 1.08lbs/unit LA Study

SITE TOTAL 735 0 0 0 0

270
7212-Garment pressing & 
cleaners' agents

Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 2 730 Metal 0.14lbs/unit CIWMB

SITE TOTAL 0 0 730 0 0

271 5944-Jewelry stores
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 124 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

271 5944-Jewelry stores
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 602 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA
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SITE TOTAL 727 0 0 0 0 

272 
5144-Poultry and poultry 
products 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

272 
5144-Poultry and poultry 
products 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 720 0 0 0 0 

273 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 7 495 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

273 5812-Eating places Reuse Misc. plastic containers 7 219 Plastic 0.42Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 714 0 0 0 0 

274 
7211-Power laundries, family & 
commerdal 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 143 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

274 
7211-Power laundries, family & 
commerdal Recyding Office white ledger 2 569 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

SITE TOTAL 0 712 0 0 0 

275 
5735-Record & prerecorded 
tape stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 287 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

275 
5735-Record & prerecorded 
tape stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 417 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 704 0 0 0 0 

276 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 688 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

276 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 30 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 703 0 0 0 0 

277 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 4 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

277 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 115 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

277 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 696 0 0 0 0 

278 
8099-Health and Allied Services, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

278 
8099-Health and Allied Services, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

278 
8099-Health and Allied Services, 
n.e.c. Recyding Other office paper 14 175 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 521 175 0 0 0 

279 8361-Residential Care Source reduction Textiles 7 551 Organic 225Ibs/unit Tellus 

279 8361-Residential Care 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 132 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 683 0 0 0 0 

280 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 10 30 Organic 6.7123Ibs/unit x 

280 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

280 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

280 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 20 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

280 
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Recycling Office white ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 
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SITE TOTAL 727 0 0 0 0

272
5144-Poultry and poultry 
products

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

272
5144-Poultry and poultry 
products

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 720 0 0 0 0

273 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 7 495 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

273 5812-Eating places Reuse Misc. plastic containers 7 219 Plastic 0.42lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 714 0 0 0 0

274
7211-Power laundries, family & 
commercial

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 143 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

274
7211-Power laundries, family & 
commercial Recycling Office white ledger 2 569 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

SITE TOTAL 0 712 0 0 0

275
5735-Record & prerecorded 
tape stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 287 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

275
5735-Record & prerecorded 
tape stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 417 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 704 0 0 0 0

276
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 688 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

276
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 30 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 703 0 0 0 0

277
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 4 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

277
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 115 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

277
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 696 0 0 0 0

278
8099-Health and Allied Services, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

278
8099-Health and Allied Services, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

278
8099-Health and Allied Services, 
n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper 14 175 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 521 175 0 0 0

279 8361-Residential Care Source reduction Textiles 7 551 Organic 225lbs/unit Tellus

279 8361-Residential Care
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 132 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 683 0 0 0 0

280
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 10 30 Organic 6.7123lbs/unit x

280
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

280
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

280
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 20 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

280
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Recycling Office white ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 23 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 2a 

280 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 400 261 0 0 0 

281 4724-Travel agencies Reuse Magazines and catalogs 4 60 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA 
281 4724-Travel agencies Reuse Office white ledger 4 20 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

281 4724-Travel agencies 
Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 4 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 80 574 0 0 0 

282 7992-Public golf courses 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 26.25 36 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA 

282 7992-Public golf courses 

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 26.25 600 Metal llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 36 0 600 0 0 

283 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 17 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

283 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 17 67 Plastic 0.33Ibs/unit USEPA 

283 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 17 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 589 30 0 0 0 

284 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 13 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

284 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Source reduction Bulky items 13 200 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

284 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 13 180 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

284 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 13 222 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

SITE TOTAL 617 0 0 0 0 

285 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 402 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

285 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 10 190 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

285 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and 
Garden Supply Stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 25 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 617 0 0 0 0 

286 7389-Business services, n.e.c. 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 521 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

286 7389-Business services, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

286 7389-Business services, n.e.c. 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 596 0 0 0 0 

287 5461-Retail Bakeries Reuse Durable plastic items 1 594 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 594 0 0 0 0 

288 
0100-Agricultural production, 
crops Recycling Paper bags 2 120 Paper 0.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

288 
0100-Agricultural production, 
crops 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 2 100 Organic llbs/unit x 

288 
0100-Agricultural production, 
crops Recycling Newspaper 2 365 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

SITE TOTAL 100 485 0 0 0 

County of San Diego Unincorporated Areas Section 9B - All Non-Residential Audits Page 54 of 63 

Board Meeting
June 14-15, 2005

Agenda Item 23
Attachment 2a

280
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 400 261 0 0 0

281 4724-Travel agencies Reuse Magazines and catalogs 4 60 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA
281 4724-Travel agencies Reuse Office white ledger 4 20 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

281 4724-Travel agencies
Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 4 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 80 574 0 0 0

282 7992-Public golf courses
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 26.25 36 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA

282 7992-Public golf courses

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 26.25 600 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 36 0 600 0 0

283 8351-Child Day Care Services
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 17 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

283 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 17 67 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA

283 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 17 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 589 30 0 0 0

284
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 13 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

284
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Source reduction Bulky items 13 200 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

284
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 13 180 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

284
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 13 222 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

SITE TOTAL 617 0 0 0 0

285
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 402 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

285
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 10 190 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

285
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn and
Garden Supply Stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 25 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 617 0 0 0 0

286 7389-Business services, n.e.c.
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 521 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

286 7389-Business services, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

286 7389-Business services, n.e.c.
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 596 0 0 0 0

287 5461-Retail Bakeries Reuse Durable plastic items 1 594 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 594 0 0 0 0

288
0100-Agricultural production, 
crops Recycling Paper bags 2 120 Paper 0.5lbs/unit USEPA

288
0100-Agricultural production, 
crops

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 2 100 Organic 1lbs/unit x

288
0100-Agricultural production, 
crops Recycling Newspaper 2 365 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

SITE TOTAL 100 485 0 0 0
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 23 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 2a 

289 
7993-Coin-operated amusement 
devices 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 264 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

289 
7993-Coin-operated amusement 
devices Recyding Other office paper 2 305 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

289 
7993-Coin-operated amusement 
devices 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 10 569 0 0 0 

290 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 574 0 0 0 

291 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 574 0 0 0 0 

292 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 574 0 0 0 0 

293 8661-Religious Organizations 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 40 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 574 0 0 0 0 

294 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

294 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 38 Plastic llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 559 0 0 0 0 

295 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 4 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

295 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 4 26 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

295 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 558 0 0 0 0 

296 5141-Groceries, general line 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

296 5141-Groceries, general line 
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 7 20 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 521 20 0 0 0 

297 
7371-Computer programming 
services Recyding Other office paper 2 522 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 522 0 0 0 

298 7521-Automobile Parking 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 11 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 521 0 0 0 0 

299 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 26 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 521 0 0 0 0 

300 8711-Engineering services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 110 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 521 0 0 0 0 

301 
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 52 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 
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289
7993-Coin-operated amusement 
devices

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 264 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

289
7993-Coin-operated amusement 
devices Recycling Other office paper 2 305 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

289
7993-Coin-operated amusement 
devices

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 10 569 0 0 0

290
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 574 0 0 0

291 8351-Child Day Care Services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 574 0 0 0 0

292
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 574 0 0 0 0

293 8661-Religious Organizations
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 40 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 574 0 0 0 0

294
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

294
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 38 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 559 0 0 0 0

295 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 4 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

295 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 4 26 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

295 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 558 0 0 0 0

296 5141-Groceries, general line
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

296 5141-Groceries, general line
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 7 20 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 521 20 0 0 0

297
7371-Computer programming 
services Recycling Other office paper 2 522 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 522 0 0 0

298 7521-Automobile Parking
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 11 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 521 0 0 0 0

299
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 26 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 521 0 0 0 0

300 8711-Engineering services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 110 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 521 0 0 0 0

301
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 52 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

County of San Diego Unincorporated Areas Section 9B - All Non-Residential Audits Page 55 of 63

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight



Board Meeting Agenda Item 23 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 2a 

301 
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 511 0 0 0 0 

302 1731-Electrical Work 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 92 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

302 1731-Electrical Work Reuse Office white ledger 5 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

302 1731-Electrical Work 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

302 1731-Electrical Work Reuse PETE containers 5 39 Plastic 0.0938Ibs/unit USEPA con'. 

302 1731-Electrical Work 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 340 Metal 226.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 167 0 340 0 0 

303 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

303 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

303 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 505 0 0 0 0 

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. 
Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily plastic 78 139 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 78 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 78 8 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 78 12 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper 78 275 Paper llbs/unit x 
SITE TOTAL 218 275 0 0 0 

305 
8051-Skilled Nursing Care 
Facilities 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 35 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

305 
8051-Skilled Nursing Care 
Facilities 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 35 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 490 0 0 0 0 

306 
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 344 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

306 
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 475 0 0 0 0 

307 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

307 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

307 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 172 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 463 0 0 0 0 

308 5599-Automotive Dealers, n.e.c. 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 1 0 Metal llbs/unit x 

308 5599-Automotive Dealers, n.e.c. 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 459 0 0 0 0 

309 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 459 0 0 0 0 
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301
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 511 0 0 0 0

302 1731-Electrical Work
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 92 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

302 1731-Electrical Work Reuse Office white ledger 5 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

302 1731-Electrical Work
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

302 1731-Electrical Work Reuse PETE containers 5 39 Plastic 0.0938lbs/unit USEPA corr.

302 1731-Electrical Work
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 340 Metal 226.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 167 0 340 0 0

303 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

303 8351-Child Day Care Services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

303 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 505 0 0 0 0

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c.
Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily plastic 78 139 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 78 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c.
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 78 8 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c.
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 78 12 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper 78 275 Paper 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 218 275 0 0 0

305
8051-Skilled Nursing Care 
Facilities

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 35 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

305
8051-Skilled Nursing Care 
Facilities

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 35 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 490 0 0 0 0

306
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 344 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

306
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 475 0 0 0 0

307
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

307
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

307
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 172 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 463 0 0 0 0

308 5599-Automotive Dealers, n.e.c.
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 1 0 Metal 1lbs/unit x

308 5599-Automotive Dealers, n.e.c.
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 459 0 0 0 0

309
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 459 0 0 0 0
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310 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 430 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 430 0 0 0 

311 
6211-Security Brokers, Dealers 
and Flotation Companies 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

311 
6211-Security Brokers, Dealers 
and Flotation Companies Recycling Other office paper 30 96 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

311 
6211-Security Brokers, Dealers 
and Flotation Companies 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 321 96 0 0 0 

312 
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables Recyding Wood pallets 11 400 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 400 0 0 0 

313 
3496-Misc. fabricated wire 
products 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 7 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 

313 
3496-Misc. fabricated wire 
products 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 10 46 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

313 
3496-Misc. fabricated wire 
products 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 10 330 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 383 0 0 0 0 

314 5331-Variety Stores Reuse Film plastic 4 156 Plastic llbs/unit x 

314 5331-Variety Stores 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 209 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 365 0 0 0 0 

315 7231-Beauty Shops 
Source reduction Magazines 
and catalogs 5 360 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 360 0 0 0 0 

316 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 300 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

316 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 10 18 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA 

316 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 348 0 0 0 0 

317 3451-Screw machine products 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 6 100 Metal llbs/unit x 

317 3451-Screw machine products 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

317 3451-Screw machine products 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 132 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

317 3451-Screw machine products 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6 10 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

317 3451-Screw machine products 
Source reduction Other office 
paper 6 96 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 243 0 100 0 0 
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310 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c.
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 430 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 430 0 0 0

311
6211-Security Brokers, Dealers 
and Flotation Companies

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

311
6211-Security Brokers, Dealers 
and Flotation Companies Recycling Other office paper 30 96 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

311
6211-Security Brokers, Dealers 
and Flotation Companies

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 321 96 0 0 0

312
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables Recycling Wood pallets 11 400 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 400 0 0 0

313
3496-Misc. fabricated wire 
products

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 7 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

313
3496-Misc. fabricated wire 
products

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 10 46 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

313
3496-Misc. fabricated wire 
products

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 10 330 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 383 0 0 0 0

314 5331-Variety Stores Reuse Film plastic 4 156 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

314 5331-Variety Stores
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 209 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 365 0 0 0 0

315 7231-Beauty Shops
Source reduction Magazines 
and catalogs 5 360 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 360 0 0 0 0

316

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 300 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

316

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 10 18 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA

316

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 348 0 0 0 0

317 3451-Screw machine products
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 6 100 Metal 1lbs/unit x

317 3451-Screw machine products
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

317 3451-Screw machine products
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 132 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

317 3451-Screw machine products
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6 10 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

317 3451-Screw machine products
Source reduction Other office 
paper 6 96 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 243 0 100 0 0
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318 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 12 0 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

318 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 132 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

318 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

318 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Source reduction Bulky items 12 50 Special Waste llbs/unit x 

318 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

318 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Tires 12 30 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 272 30 0 0 0 

319 
8412-Museums and Art 
Galleries 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

319 
8412-Museums and Art 
Galleries Reuse Office white ledger 15 52 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 282 0 0 0 0 

320 
5231-Paint, Glass, and 
Wallpaper Stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

320 
5231-Paint, Glass, and 
Wallpaper Stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 52 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 282 0 0 0 0 

321 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3.5 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

321 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3.5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 271 0 0 0 0 

322 7389-Business services, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 0 0 0 0 

323 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 0 0 0 0 

324 7231-Beauty Shops 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

324 7231-Beauty Shops Reuse Misc. plastic containers 4 26 Plastic 0.051bs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 256 0 0 0 0 

325 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

325 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. Reuse Office white ledger 2 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

325 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 2 156 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

325 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 2 6 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 253 0 0 0 0 

326 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 9 248 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 248 0 0 0 0 

327 
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 15 228 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 228 0 0 0 0 
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318
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 12 0 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

318
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 132 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

318
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

318
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Source reduction Bulky items 12 50 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

318
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

318
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Tires 12 30 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 272 30 0 0 0

319
8412-Museums and Art 
Galleries

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

319
8412-Museums and Art 
Galleries Reuse Office white ledger 15 52 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 282 0 0 0 0

320
5231-Paint, Glass, and 
Wallpaper Stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

320
5231-Paint, Glass, and 
Wallpaper Stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 52 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 282 0 0 0 0

321
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3.5 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

321
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3.5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 271 0 0 0 0

322 7389-Business services, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 0 0 0 0

323 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 0 0 0 0

324 7231-Beauty Shops
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

324 7231-Beauty Shops Reuse Misc. plastic containers 4 26 Plastic 0.05lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 256 0 0 0 0

325 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

325 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. Reuse Office white ledger 2 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

325 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 2 156 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

325 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 2 6 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 253 0 0 0 0

326 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 9 248 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 248 0 0 0 0

327
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 15 228 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 228 0 0 0 0
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328 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

328 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 86 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 216 0 0 0 0 

329 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 55 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

329 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 101 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

329 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Misc. plastic 
containers 12 46 Plastic 0.051bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 202 0 0 0 0 

330 8713-Surveying services Recycling Office white ledger 7 62 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 

330 8713-Surveying services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

330 8713-Surveying services 
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 7 9 Plastic llbs/unit x 

330 8713-Surveying services Material exchange Bulky items 7 100 Special Waste llbs/unit x 
SITE TOTAL 130 71 0 0 0 

331 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 6 95 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

331 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Material exchange Manures 
(nonag use only) 6 0 Organic 1252Ibs/unit Tellus 
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328
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

328
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 86 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 216 0 0 0 0

329 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 55 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

329 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 101 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

329 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Misc. plastic 
containers 12 46 Plastic 0.05lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 202 0 0 0 0

330 8713-Surveying services Recycling Office white ledger 7 62 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

330 8713-Surveying services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

330 8713-Surveying services
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 7 9 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

330 8713-Surveying services Material exchange Bulky items 7 100 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 130 71 0 0 0

331
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 6 95 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

331
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Material exchange Manures 
(nonag use only) 6 0 Organic 1252lbs/unit Tellus
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331 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 6 100 Metal llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 95 0 100 0 0 

332 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

332 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

332 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

332 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 5 78 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 178 0 0 0 0 

333 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

333 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 40 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 130 40 0 0 0 

334 8661-Religious Organizations 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 53 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

334 8661-Religious Organizations 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 104 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 157 0 0 0 0 

335 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 10 91 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

335 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Other office 
paper 10 52 Paper llbs/unit x 

335 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 10 10 Metal llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 143 0 10 0 0 

336 8111-Legal Services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

336 8111-Legal Services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 145 0 0 0 0 

337 
8042-Offices and clinics of 
optometrists 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 4 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

337 
8042-Offices and clinics of 
optometrists 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite glass 4 100 Glass llbs/unit x 

337 
8042-Offices and clinics of 
optometrists 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 10 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 140 0 0 0 0 

338 
5122-Drugs, Drug Proprietaries 
and Druggists' Sundries 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

338 
5122-Drugs, Drug Proprietaries 
and Druggists' Sundries 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 7 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

338 
5122-Drugs, Drug Proprietaries 
and Druggists' Sundries 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 5 111 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

SITE TOTAL 123 0 0 0 0 

339 7231-Beauty Shops 
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite plastic 11 18 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unit USEPA 
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331
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 6 100 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 95 0 100 0 0

332 8399-Social Services, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

332 8399-Social Services, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

332 8399-Social Services, n.e.c.
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

332 8399-Social Services, n.e.c.
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 5 78 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 178 0 0 0 0

333
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

333
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 40 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 130 40 0 0 0

334 8661-Religious Organizations
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 53 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

334 8661-Religious Organizations
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 104 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 157 0 0 0 0

335 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 10 91 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

335 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Other office 
paper 10 52 Paper 1lbs/unit x

335 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 10 10 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 143 0 10 0 0

336 8111-Legal Services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

336 8111-Legal Services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 145 0 0 0 0

337
8042-Offices and clinics of 
optometrists

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 4 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

337
8042-Offices and clinics of 
optometrists

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite glass 4 100 Glass 1lbs/unit x

337
8042-Offices and clinics of 
optometrists

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 10 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 140 0 0 0 0

338
5122-Drugs, Drug Proprietaries 
and Druggists' Sundries

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

338
5122-Drugs, Drug Proprietaries 
and Druggists' Sundries

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 7 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

338
5122-Drugs, Drug Proprietaries 
and Druggists' Sundries

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 5 111 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

SITE TOTAL 123 0 0 0 0

339 7231-Beauty Shops
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite plastic 11 18 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA
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339 7231-Beauty Shops 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 96 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

339 7231-Beauty Shops 
Source reduction Misc. plastic 
containers 11 7 Plastic 0.0469Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 121 0 0 0 0 

340 
7322-Adjustment & collection 
services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 90 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

340 
7322-Adjustment & collection 
services 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 26 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 116 0 0 0 0 

341 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1 23 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

341 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1 92 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 115 0 0 0 0 

342 
5511-Motor Vehicle Dealers 
(New and Used) 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 115 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 115 0 0 0 0 

343 
5065-Electronic parts and 
equipment 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 115 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 115 0 0 0 

344 
7911-Dance Studios, Schools 
and Halls 

Source reduction Magazines 
and catalogs 1 81 Paper 20.3Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

344 
7911-Dance Studios, Schools 
and Halls 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 1 26 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 108 0 0 0 0 

345 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Reuse Magazines and catalogs 4 5 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA 

345 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Recycling Other office paper 4 96 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 5 96 0 0 0 

346 
8742-Management consulting 
services 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 26 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

346 
8742-Management consulting 
services Recyding Other office paper 1 51 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 26 51 0 0 0 

347 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 5 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

347 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

347 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 75 0 0 0 0 

348 
8099-Health and Allied Services, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 75 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 75 0 0 0 0 

349 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Other office 
paper 2 13 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

349 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 26 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

349 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 26 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 13 53 0 0 0 
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339 7231-Beauty Shops
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 96 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

339 7231-Beauty Shops
Source reduction Misc. plastic 
containers 11 7 Plastic 0.0469lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 121 0 0 0 0

340
7322-Adjustment & collection 
services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 90 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

340
7322-Adjustment & collection 
services

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 26 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 116 0 0 0 0

341
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1 23 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

341
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1 92 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 115 0 0 0 0

342
5511-Motor Vehicle Dealers 
(New and Used)

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 115 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 115 0 0 0 0

343
5065-Electronic parts and 
equipment

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 115 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 115 0 0 0

344
7911-Dance Studios, Schools 
and Halls

Source reduction Magazines 
and catalogs 1 81 Paper 20.3lbs/unit UCLA /sh

344
7911-Dance Studios, Schools 
and Halls

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 1 26 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 108 0 0 0 0

345
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Reuse Magazines and catalogs 4 5 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

345
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Recycling Other office paper 4 96 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 5 96 0 0 0

346
8742-Management consulting 
services

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 26 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

346
8742-Management consulting 
services Recycling Other office paper 1 51 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 26 51 0 0 0

347
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 5 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

347
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

347
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 75 0 0 0 0

348
8099-Health and Allied Services, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 75 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 75 0 0 0 0

349
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Other office 
paper 2 13 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

349
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 26 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

349
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 26 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 13 53 0 0 0
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350 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 63 Paper 0.12Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 63 0 0 0 0 

351 
4311-United States Postal 
Service 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 60 0 0 0 0 

352 

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 60 0 0 0 0 

353 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4.5 40 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

353 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4.5 20 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 59 0 0 0 0 

354 
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2.5 52 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 52 0 0 0 0 

355 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 9 50 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 50 0 0 0 0 

356 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 20 40 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

356 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 20 8 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 48 0 0 0 0 

357 8661-Religious Organizations 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 300 40 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 40 0 0 0 0 

358 5812-Eating places Reuse HDPE containers 35 34 Plastic 0.33Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 34 0 0 0 0 

359 8111-Legal Services Recycling Other office paper 1 16 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

359 8111-Legal Services 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 1 3 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

359 8111-Legal Services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1 15 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 18 16 0 0 0 

360 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 33 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

360 
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers Reuse HDPE containers 1 0 Plastic 0.0625Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 33 0 0 0 0 

361 
7299-Miscellaneous personal 
services, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Magazines 
and catalogs 4 32 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 32 0 0 0 0 

362 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction Other office 
paper 4 32 Paper Bibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 32 0 0 0 0 
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350 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 63 Paper 0.12lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 63 0 0 0 0

351
4311-United States Postal 
Service

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 60 0 0 0 0

352

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 60 0 0 0 0

353 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4.5 40 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

353 8351-Child Day Care Services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4.5 20 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 59 0 0 0 0

354
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2.5 52 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 52 0 0 0 0

355

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 9 50 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 50 0 0 0 0

356 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 20 40 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

356 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 20 8 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 48 0 0 0 0

357 8661-Religious Organizations
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 300 40 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 40 0 0 0 0

358 5812-Eating places Reuse HDPE containers 35 34 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 34 0 0 0 0

359 8111-Legal Services Recycling Other office paper 1 16 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

359 8111-Legal Services
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 1 3 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

359 8111-Legal Services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1 15 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 18 16 0 0 0

360
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 33 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

360
5211-Lumber and Other Building 
Materials Dealers Reuse HDPE containers 1 0 Plastic 0.0625lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 33 0 0 0 0

361
7299-Miscellaneous personal 
services, n.e.c.

Source reduction Magazines 
and catalogs 4 32 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 32 0 0 0 0

362
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction Other office 
paper 4 32 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 32 0 0 0 0
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363 
4225-General warehousing and 
storage 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 31 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 31 0 0 0 0 

364 
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c. Reuse Textiles 2 30 Organic 30Ibs/unit LA Co 11.98 

SITE TOTAL 30 0 0 0 0 

365 
2721-Periodicals: Publishing, or 
Publishing and Printing 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 30 0 0 0 0 

366 
5699-Miscellaneous Apparel and 
Accessory Stores 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 26 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 26 0 0 0 0 

367 
5731-Radio, TV, & electronic 
stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 26 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 26 0 0 0 0 

368 8661-Religious Organizations 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2.5 26 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 26 0 0 0 0 

369 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 20 Paper 1.1Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 20 0 0 0 0 

370 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 2 15 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 15 0 0 0 0 

371 5541-Gasoline Service Stations 
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 5 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 10 0 0 0 

372 7231-Beauty Shops Recycling HDPE containers 8.5 3 Plastic 0.1Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 
SITE TOTAL 0 3 0 0 0 

373 7241-Barber Shops Reuse Misc. plastic containers 1 1 Plastic 0.0469Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 1 0 0 0 0 

374 8661-Religious Organizations 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2.5 0 Paper llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 

375 
3281-Cut Stone and Stone 
Products 

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 25 0 

Construction 
Demolition 

and 
llbs/unit x 

SITE TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL LBS 13,400,721 15,489,337 2,856,327 143,293,266 12,008,198 

'TOTAL Tons I I I I 6,700.361 7,744.671 1,428.161 71,646.631 6,004.101 I I I 
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363
4225-General warehousing and 
storage

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 31 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 31 0 0 0 0

364
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c. Reuse Textiles 2 30 Organic 30lbs/unit LA Co 11.98

SITE TOTAL 30 0 0 0 0

365
2721-Periodicals: Publishing, or 
Publishing and Printing

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 30 0 0 0 0

366
5699-Miscellaneous Apparel and
Accessory Stores

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 26 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 26 0 0 0 0

367
5731-Radio, TV, & electronic 
stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 26 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 26 0 0 0 0

368 8661-Religious Organizations
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2.5 26 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 26 0 0 0 0

369
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 20 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 20 0 0 0 0

370
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 2 15 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 15 0 0 0 0

371 5541-Gasoline Service Stations
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 5 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 10 0 0 0

372 7231-Beauty Shops Recycling HDPE containers 8.5 3 Plastic 0.1lbs/unit UCLA /sh
SITE TOTAL 0 3 0 0 0

373 7241-Barber Shops Reuse Misc. plastic containers 1 1 Plastic 0.0469lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 1 0 0 0 0

374 8661-Religious Organizations
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2.5 0 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0

375
3281-Cut Stone and Stone 
Products

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 25 0

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0

TOTAL LBS 13,400,721 15,489,337 2,856,327 143,293,266 12,008,198

TOTAL Tons 6,700.36 7,744.67 1,428.16 71,646.63 6,004.10
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Base Year Modification Request Certification 
Part 2: Generation Study - Includes Extrapolation of Residential or Non-Residential Diversion Data 
To request a substitution for a previously approved base year used in calculating the diversion rate for your 
jurisdiction, please complete and sign this form and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) 
representative at the address below, along with any additional information requested by OLA staff. When all 
documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with you to prepare for your appearance 
before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 341-6199 to reach your OLA 
representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance (MS - 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 (mailing address) 
Sacramento, CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 
Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your request to the Board. 

1. Use a recent generation-based study to calculate our current reporting year 
generation amount, but not officially change our existing Board-approved base year. 

X 2. Use a recent generation-based study to officially change our 
existing Board-approved base year to a new base year. 

The shaded cells on these sheets are protected . If you have problems 
using these sheets, please contact your Office of Local Assistance representative by calling (916) 341-6199 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true 
knowledge, and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

and correct to the best of my 

Jurisdiction Name 

San Diego County - Unincorporated Areas 
County 

San Diego 
Authorized Signature Title 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing Date Phone ( ) Include Area Code 

Person Completing This Sheet (please print or type) Title 

Affiliation: 

Mailing Address City State ZIP Code 

E-Mail Address 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
Base Year Modification Request Certification
Part 2: Generation Study - Includes Extrapolation of Residential or Non-Residential Diversion Data

Mail completed documents to:

     California Integrated Waste Management Board
     Office of Local Assistance (MS - 25)
     1001 I Street
     PO Box 4025 (mailing address)
     Sacramento, CA  95812-4025

General Instructions:
Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your request to the Board.
       1. Use a recent generation-based study to calculate our current reporting year
generation amount, but not officially change our existing Board-approved base year.
   X  2. Use a recent generation-based study to officially change our 
existing Board-approved base year to a new base year.

The shaded cells on these sheets are protected . If you have problems
using these sheets, please contact your Office of Local Assistance representative by calling (916) 341-6199

     

To request a substitution for a previously approved base year used in calculating the diversion rate for your 
jurisdiction, please complete and sign this form and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) 
representative at the address below, along with any additional information requested by OLA staff.  When all 
documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with you to prepare for your appearance 
before the Board.  If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 341-6199 to reach your OLA 
representative.

Section l: Jurisdiction Information and Certification
All respondents must complete this section.
I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge, and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of:
Jurisdiction Name County

San Diego County - Unincorporated Areas San Diego
Authorized Signature Title

Type/Print Name of Person Signing Date Phone (        ) Include Area Code

Person Completing This Sheet (please print or type) Title

Affiliation:

Mailing Address City State ZIP Code

E-Mail Address
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Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion. 
1. Current Board-approved existing base year: 2. Proposed new generation-based study year: 
1990 2002 

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and 
diversion: 
This new generation number reflects the current disposal and the diversion practices in the year 2002. The 
number of residents and commercial businesses in the jurisdiction has grown considerably. As a result, the 
amount of C&D waste has also increased. Eight new C&D facilities operate in San Diego County since 1991 and 
one of the exisiting ones started recycling inert materials in 1995. The Department of Public Works - Roads 
Division began several waste diversion programs since 1990 as have the major landfills in the County. This 
dynamic change in the iurisdiction makeup was not accurately reflected in the initial study conducted in 1990. 

4. Enter diversion rate information below. 
Diversion rate calculated using 
existing base year 

a. 35 % 

Diversion rate calculated using 
new generation-based study 

b. 50 % 
For existing base year 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 9.0 

For new generation based 
study pounds/person/day 
based on generation 13.0 

Residential Non-Residential 
generation 38 % generation 62 % 

Residential Non-Residential 
generation 16 % generation 84 % 

Population existing generation-based study 398,734 Population new generation-based study 454,900 

5. If there is an increase from 4a to 4b, please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your current 
diversion implementation efforts. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your 
pounds/person/day, please explain how this is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and 
provide examples (e.g., change in jurisdiction's demographics). 
The County unincorporated experienced huge growth in construction activities between the time of the original base year 
and the new base year. New programs were put in that diverted construction and demolition waste that was not adequately 
accounted for by the CIWMB Adjustment Method. The increase in construction added to the overall generation and the 
accompaning diversion activities were not accounted for in the original base year study. Eight new construction and 
demolition recycling facilities that process wastes were sited and recycled waste from the County uninicorporated area, 
while one of the existing facilities began recycling inert materials in 1995. The County has expanded and improved 
diversion programs continually. 
6. If the difference between the proposed diversion rates in 4a and 4b is greater than 5 percentage points, please 
explain the specific reasons for the difference. (For example: new/improved curbside diversion programs.) 

The County unincorporated experienced huge growth in construction activities between the time of the original 
base year and the new base year. Eight new construction and demolition recycling facilities that process wastes 
were sited and recycled waste from the County uninicorporated area, while one of the existing facilities began 
recycling inert materials in 1995. The County has expanded and improved diversion programs continually. The 
new diversion rate also is indicative of the new and expanded programs implemented under the 1066 extension. 
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a. % b. %

% % % %

Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion.
1. Current Board-approved existing base year: 2. Proposed new generation-based study year:
1990 2002

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and 
diversion:
This new generation number reflects the current disposal and the diversion practices in the year 2002.  The 
number of residents and commercial businesses in the jurisdiction has grown considerably.  As a result, the 
amount of C&D waste has also increased. Eight new C&D facilities operate in San Diego County since 1991 and 
one of the exisiting ones started recycling inert materials in 1995. The Department of Public Works - Roads 
Division began several waste diversion programs since 1990 as have the major landfills in the County. This 
dynamic change in the jurisdiction makeup was not accurately reflected in the initial study conducted in 1990. 

4. Enter diversion rate information below.
Diversion rate calculated using 
existing base year

35

Diversion rate calculated using 
new generation-based study

50
For existing base year 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 9.0

For new generation based 
study pounds/person/day 
based on generation 13.0

 Residential
generation 38

Non-Residential
generation 62

Residential
generation 16

Non-Residential
generation 84

Population existing generation-based study 398,734 Population new generation-based study 454,900

The County unincorporated experienced huge growth in construction activities between the time of the original 
base year and the new base year.   Eight new construction and demolition recycling facilities that process wastes 
were sited and recycled waste from the County uninicorporated area, while one of the existing facilities began 
recycling inert materials in 1995.  The County has expanded and improved diversion programs continually.  The 
new diversion rate also is indicative of the new and expanded programs implemented under the 1066 extension.  

5. If there is an increase from 4a to 4b, please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your current 
diversion implementation efforts. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your 
pounds/person/day, please explain how this is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and 
provide examples (e.g., change in jurisdiction’s demographics).
The County unincorporated experienced huge growth in construction activities between the time of the original base year 
and the new base year.  New programs were put in that diverted construction and demolition waste that was not adequately 
accounted for by the CIWMB Adjustment Method.   The increase in construction added to the overall generation and the 
accompaning diversion activities were not accounted for in the original base year study.  Eight new construction and 
demolition recycling facilities that process wastes were sited and recycled waste from the County uninicorporated area, 
while one of the existing facilities began recycling inert materials in 1995.  The County has expanded and improved 
diversion programs continually. 
6. If the difference between the proposed diversion rates in 4a and 4b is greater than 5 percentage points, please 
explain the specific reasons for the difference.  (For example: new/improved curbside diversion programs.)
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7. Disposal Tonnage (enter values): I 130,478 I 409,961 540,439  
Residential Non-Residential Total 

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your disposal data and complete the required tables. 

❑ a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal Reporting System (No explanation required. Go to Section 8.) 

❑ b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit of hauler and self-haul tonnage. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and 
Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)  
r❑ c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  

Central/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc) 

8. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities and diversion data records that support your claim and are available 
backup documentation, if requested.) Include type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This 
calculations). If any diversion is from restricted wastes (i.e., agricultural wastes, inert solids [e.g. concrete, asphalt, dirt, etc.], 
section 11. Note: Restricted waste material should not be extrapolated in non-residential waste audits. Please mark as attachment 

* Please provide detailed non-residential waste audit information in Section 9. 
Note: The Board has indicated that it will be scrutinizing total source reduction amounts greater than 5% of total generation. 
claim. 

for Board audit. (Note: the Board expects the jurisdictions 
section should capture all diversion tonnage (sheet 

white goods, and scrap metal), please identify those programs/waste 
8 all copies of survey sheets. 

to be able to provide all 
will perform all addition 

types and fill out 

subsantiating your Please be prepared to provide additional details 

Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program 

Actual Tons 

(A) 

Estimated or 
Extrapolated 

Tons 

(B) 

Total Tons 

(A+B) 

Relative 
Percent to 

Total 

(A+B)/Total 

Generation 

Specific Material Type(s) 

(List programs with multiple 
materials together) 

Specific Conversion Factor 
Used (if any) and Source 

Type of Record and Location of Record 

types. The program type 
glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/P  
ARIS/Codes/Reduce.htm 

Residential Source Reduction 

Activities 

Backyard Composting 
Grasscycling 

Other Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Res. Source 
Reduction 0 0 0 
Residential Recycling Activities 

Curbside Recycling 

11070 N/A 11070 1.0% 
Mixed plastic, glass, and metal 
containers and mixed paper. 

Actual tonnage from hauler 
records Tonnage Repor from Licensed Haulers 

Buyback Centers 
3997 N/A 3997 0.4% CRV redemption containers 

Actual tonnage from DOC 
report 

Tonnage Report from 
Conservation 

the Department of 

Drop-off Centers N/A 

Other Residential Recycling (list each program separately) 

Enter program name N/A 
Enter program name N/A 
Enter program name N/A 
Enter program name N/A 
Enter program name N/A 
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409,961 540,439
Non-Residential Total

Diversion Activity Actual Tons Estimated or 
Extrapolated 

Tons

Total Tons Relative 
Percent to 

Total 
Generation

Specific Material Type(s) Specific Conversion Factor 
Used (if any) and Source 

Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program 
types. The program type 
glossary is online at: (A)  (B) (A+B)

(A+B)/Total 
Generation

(List programs with multiple 
materials together)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/P
ARIS/Codes/Reduce.htm

Activities
   Backyard Composting
   Grasscycling

  Other Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately)
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Res. Source 
Reduction 0 0 0

  Curbside Recycling

11070 N/A 11070 1.0%
Mixed plastic, glass, and metal 
containers and mixed paper.

Actual tonnage from hauler 
records Tonnage Repor from Licensed Haulers

  Buyback Centers
3997 N/A 3997 0.4% CRV redemption containers

Actual tonnage from DOC 
report

Tonnage Report from the Department of 
Conservation

  Drop-off Centers N/A

   Enter program name N/A
   Enter program name N/A
   Enter program name N/A
   Enter program name N/A
   Enter program name N/A

7. Disposal Tonnage (enter values): 130,478
Residential

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your disposal data and complete the required tables.

            a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal Reporting System (No explanation required. Go to Section 8.)
            b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit of hauler and self-haul tonnage.  (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and 
Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)
            c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG 
Central/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)

8. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board audit. (Note: the Board expects the jurisdictions to be able to provide all 
backup documentation, if requested. ) Include type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (sheet will perform all addition 
calculations).  If any diversion is from restricted wastes (i.e., agricultural wastes, inert solids [e.g. concrete, asphalt, dirt, etc.], white goods, and scrap metal), please identify those programs/waste types and fill out 
section 11.  Note: Restricted waste material should not be extrapolated in non-residential waste audits. Please mark as attachment 8 all copies of survey sheets.

 * Please provide detailed non-residential waste audit information in Section 9.
Note: The Board has indicated that it will be scrutinizing total source reduction amounts greater than 5% of total generation. Please be prepared to provide additional details subsantiating your 
claim. 

Residential Source Reduction

Residential Recycling Activities

  Other Residential Recycling (list each program separately)
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Subtotal, Residential 
Recycling  75,067 15,067 1.4% 
Residential Composting Activities 

Green Waste Drop-off N/A 
Curbside Green Waste 

22176 N/A 22176 2.1% grass and yard trimmings 
Actual tons from Licensed 
Hauler Reports Tonnage Repor from Licensed Haulers 

Christmas Tree Program N/A 

Other Residential Composting (list each program separately) 

Enter program name N/A 
Enter program name N/A 
Enter program name N/A 
Enter program name N/A 
Enter program name N/A 

Subtotal, Residential 
Composting 22176 22176 2.1% 
Subtotal, Residential 
Diversion 37243 0 37243 3.5% 

Non-Residential Source Reduction 

Activities 

Non-Residential Waste Audits* 4,519 26,201 30,720.24 I 2.9% I See Section 9 I See Section 9 I See Section 9 

Other Non-Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately) 

1000-SR-XRG-Grasscycling 
Government 

3939 N/A 3939 0.4% Grass clippings 

6.5 tons per acre per year 
(Study by U.C. Riverside: 
cooperative Extension. Greenwaste Survey - Department of Public Works 

1000-SR-XRG- Golf Course 
Grasscycling 

13740 N/A 13740 1.3% Grass clippings 

6.5 tons per acre per year 
(Study by U.C. Riverside: 
cooperative Extension. Acreage Report - Golf Course Survey 

Enter program name N/A 
Enter program name N/A 
Enter program name N/A 

Subtotal, Non-Residential 
Source Reduction 22197 26201.42 48398.74 4.5% 
Non-Residential Recycling 

Activities 
Non-Residential Waste 

Audits* 5838 28394 34232 3.2% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9 

Other Non-Residential Recycling (list each program separately) 
Enter program name N/A 
Enter program name N/A 
Enter program name N/A 
Enter program name N/A 
Enter program name N/A 

Subtotal Non-Residential 
Recycling 5838 28394 34232 3.2% 

Non-Residential Composting Activities 

Non-Residential Waste 
Audits* 4495 1208 5703 0.5% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9 

Other Non-Residential Composting (list each program separately) 

3070-CM-OTH Government 
Composting / Greenwaste 
Diversion 

359 N/A 

359 0.0% 
Branches are chipped and 
as mulch 

used 36.9 lbs per cubic yard per 
Tellus Greenwaste Survey - Department of Public Works 
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Subtotal, Residential 
Recycling 15,067 15,067 1.4%

   Green Waste Drop-off N/A
   Curbside Green Waste

22176 N/A 22176 2.1% grass and yard trimmings
Actual tons from Licensed 
Hauler Reports Tonnage Repor from Licensed Haulers

   Christmas Tree Program N/A

  Other Residential Composting (list each program separately)
   Enter program name N/A
   Enter program name N/A
   Enter program name N/A
   Enter program name N/A
   Enter program name N/A
Subtotal, Residential 
Composting 22176 22176 2.1%
Subtotal, Residential 
Diversion 37243 0 37243 3.5%

Activities
   Non-Residential Waste Audits* 4,519 26,201 30,720.24 2.9% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

  Other Non-Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately)
1000-SR-XRG-Grasscycling 
Government

3939 N/A 3939 0.4% Grass clippings

6.5 tons per acre per year 
(Study by U.C. Riverside: 
cooperative Extension. Greenwaste Survey - Department of Public Works

1000-SR-XRG- Golf Course 
Grasscycling 

13740 N/A 13740 1.3% Grass clippings

6.5 tons per acre per year 
(Study by U.C. Riverside: 
cooperative Extension. Acreage Report - Golf Course Survey

   Enter program name N/A
   Enter program name N/A
   Enter program name N/A

Subtotal, Non-Residential 
Source Reduction 22197 26201.42 48398.74 4.5%
Non-Residential Recycling 
Activities
   Non-Residential Waste 
Audits* 5838 28394 34232 3.2% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

  Other Non-Residential Recycling (list each program separately)
   Enter program name N/A
   Enter program name N/A
   Enter program name N/A
   Enter program name N/A
   Enter program name N/A
Subtotal  Non-Residential 
Recycling 5838 28394 34232 3.2%

   Non-Residential Waste 
Audits* 4495 1208 5703 0.5% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

  Other Non-Residential Composting (list each program separately)
3070-CM-OTH Government 
Composting / Greenwaste 
Diversion

359 N/A

359 0.0%
Branches are chipped and used 
as mulch

36.9 lbs per cubic yard per 
Tellus Greenwaste Survey - Department of Public Works

Residential Composting Activities

Non-Residential Source Reduction 

Non-Residential Composting Activities
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3020-CM-COG, Commercial On- 
site Greenwaste Collection 9852 

N/A 
9852 0.9% Greenwaste 

Actual tons from Licensed 
Hauler Reports Tonnage Reports - Licensed Haulers 

Equestrian Center Composting 
9697 

N/A 
9697 0.9% Manure and wood shavings 1,252 lbs per cubic yard Volume Reprot - Equestrian Center Survey 

Enter program name N/A 
Enter program name N/A 

Subtotal Non-Residential 
Composting 24403 1208 25611 2.4% 
Subtotal, Non-Residential 
Diversion 52439 55803 108242 10.1% 

Residential/Non-Residential Diversion 

Activities 
ADC N/A 
Sludge N/A 
Scrap Metal 1216 N/A 1216 0.1% Scrap metal and white goods See Section 9 From Business Surveys listed as scrap metal. 

Construction and Demolition 

388727 N/A 388727 36.1% Concrete and Asphalt 

Conversion factors listed in 
C&D recycler surveys and in 
Section 9 Business surveys. 

Survey of C&D recyclers and intert recycling from 
businesses listed in Section 9. 

Landfill salvage N/A 
Subtotal Residential/Non-
Residential Diversion 389943 409851 38.1% 

Total Res/Non-Res Source 
Reduction Tons 22197 26201 48399 4.5% 

Total Diversion Tons 479625 55803 535428 50% 

Total Disposal Tons from 

Sec.7 540439 540439 50.2% 

Total Generation (Div+Dis) 1020064 55803 1075867 

Diversion Rate 50% 

Board Meeting
June 14-15, 2005

Agenda Item 23
Attachment 2b

3020-CM-COG, Commercial On-
site Greenwaste Collection 9852

N/A
9852 0.9% Greenwaste

Actual tons from Licensed 
Hauler Reports Tonnage Reports - Licensed Haulers

Equestrian Center Composting
9697

N/A
9697 0.9% Manure and wood shavings 1,252 lbs per cubic yard Volume Reprot - Equestrian Center Survey

   Enter program name N/A
   Enter program name N/A
Subtotal  Non-Residential 
Composting 24403 1208 25611 2.4%
Subtotal, Non-Residential 
Diversion 52439 55803 108242 10.1%

   ADC N/A
   Sludge N/A
   Scrap Metal 1216 N/A 1216 0.1% Scrap metal and white goods See Section 9 From Business Surveys listed as scrap metal.
  Construction and Demolition

388727 N/A 388727 36.1% Concrete and Asphalt

Conversion factors listed in 
C&D recycler surveys and in 
Section 9 Business surveys.

Survey of C&D recyclers and intert recycling from 
businesses listed in Section 9.

   Landfill salvage N/A
Subtotal Residential/Non-
Residential Diversion 389943 409851 38.1%

Total Res/Non-Res Source 
Reduction Tons 22197 26201 48399 4.5%

Total Diversion Tons 479625 55803 535428 50%
Total Disposal Tons from 

Sec.7 540439 540439 50.2%

Total Generation (Div+Dis) 1020064 55803 1075867

50%

   Residential/Non-Residential Diversion 
Activities

Diversion Rate
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9. Specific Non-Residential Sector Waste Audits—Top 10 Non-Residential Generators 

Please complete this table for the top 10 non-residential generators that were surveyed. List each non-residential generator separately from the largest to smallest, based on total diversion tons. 
The audit reference number should correspond to the number given your survey sheet. 
(Table will perform all calculations). 

Include an attachment, marked "Attachment 9", which includes a summary of all the generators surveyed and all extrapolation calculations used to estimate the diversion rate: 

• Include copies of survey sheet(s) used. 
• Include for each generator (use type of generator in lieu of specific generator name e.g., grocery store) each specific diversion activity and material type (e.g. cardboard recycling) and 
the associated tonnage for each diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors/source. 
• If using the number of employees for your extrapolation method, include this information for each generator surveyed. 
• Please order the non-residential generators, largest to smallest, based on total diversion tons. 
• Also, the summary should include the generators that were selected to be surveyed, but did not respond to the survey, and the number of employees at each of these generators. 
• As a comparison between disposal from the waste audits and DRS, the disposal for each generator must be included in the summary. Also, you should note if the disposal is being 
used for the extrapolation calculation. For each non-residential generator, the disposal must be broken out by cubic yard, and roll-off or compactor weights. If disposal was estimated for 
either disposal-based or employment-based extrapolation methods, please include conversion factor(s) for disposal and the source for conversion factor(s). Please provide an explanation 
as to how the conversion factor(s) is (are) appropriate for your urisdiction e.g., "S udy was conducted to determine average weights using hauler weight tickets." 

Type of Non-Residential 
Generator 

Audit 
Reference 
Number 

Specific Diversion Activities Including 
Material Type (e.g. paper recycling, 

grasscycling). 
(List activities on one line) 

Number of 
Employees 

Source Reduction 
Tons 

Recycling Tons Composting Tons Total Diversion Tons Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
Tons!Total 

Generation in 
Section 8) 

Survey 
Method 
Phone (P) 
Mail (M) 
On-site (0) 
Other 

Amuesment and Recreation 3  Grasscycling, composting 
manuers, and recycling 
newspaper, cardboard, and office 
paper. 6 715.00 0.16 1,302.08 2,017.24 

0 

Amuesment and Recreation 4  Composting manuer and organic 
materials, reuse of plastic items 
and office paper, and recycling 
pallets. 8 0.11 0.04 1,850.92 1,851.07 

0 

Amuesment and Recreation 5  Grasscycling, on-site chipping and 
mulching greenwaste, recycling 
metals, on-site manuer 
composting, and source reduction 
of metals and lumber. 135 1,297.90 27.18 1,325.08 

Engineering Services 7  Recycling concrete, asphalt, 
metals, and newspaper, source 
reduciton of plastic, paper, 
cardboad, and greenwaste. 33 118.22 933.67 1,051.89 

Roofing, Siding, and Sheet 
Metal 

8 Recycling concrete, asphalt, and 
remainder organic material, and 
reuse of office paper. 27 0.05 921.46 921.51 

Grocery Store 9 Recycling food and cardboard 140 883.31 883.31 
Public Golf Course 10 Grasscycling, composting leaves 

and grass, recycling tires, pallets, 
and food, source reduction office 
paper. 30 813.23 2.49 38.43 854.15 
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 9.  Specific Non-Residential Sector Waste Audits–Top 10 Non-Residential Generators

·        If using the number of employees for your extrapolation method, include this information for each generator surveyed.  
·        Please order the non-residential generators, largest to smallest, based on total diversion tons.  

Type of Non-Residential 
Generator

Audit 
Reference 
Number

Specific Diversion Activities Including 
Material Type (e.g. paper recycling, 

grasscycling).                        
(List activities on one line)

Number of 
Employees

Source Reduction 
Tons

Recycling Tons Composting Tons Total Diversion Tons Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
Tons/Total 

Generation in 
Section 8)

Survey 
Method
Phone (P)
Mail (M)
On-site (O)
Other ___

Amuesment and Recreation 3 Grasscycling, composting 
manuers, and recycling 
newspaper, cardboard, and office 
paper. 6 715.00 0.16 1,302.08 2,017.24

O

Amuesment and Recreation 4 Composting manuer and organic 
materials, reuse of plastic items 
and office paper, and recycling 
pallets. 8 0.11 0.04 1,850.92 1,851.07

O

Amuesment and Recreation 5 Grasscycling, on-site chipping and 
mulching greenwaste, recycling 
metals, on-site manuer 
composting, and source reduction 
of metals and lumber. 135 1,297.90 27.18 1,325.08

Engineering Services 7 Recycling concrete, asphalt, 
metals, and newspaper, source 
reduciton of plastic, paper, 
cardboad, and greenwaste. 33 118.22 933.67 1,051.89

Roofing, Siding, and Sheet 
Metal

8 Recycling concrete, asphalt, and 
remainder organic material, and 
reuse of office paper. 27 0.05 921.46 921.51

Grocery Store 9 Recycling food and cardboard 140 883.31 883.31
Public Golf Course 10 Grasscycling, composting leaves 

and grass, recycling tires, pallets, 
and food, source reduction office 
paper. 30 813.23 2.49 38.43 854.15

Please complete this table for the top 10 non-residential generators that were surveyed. List each non-residential generator separately from the largest to smallest, based on total diversion tons. 
The audit reference number should correspond to the number given your survey sheet. 
(Table will perform all calculations).    
Include an attachment, marked "Attachment 9", which includes a summary of all the generators surveyed and all extrapolation calculations used to estimate the diversion rate:

·        Include copies of survey sheet(s) used.
·        Include for each generator (use type of generator in lieu of specific generator name e.g., grocery store) each specific diversion activity and material type (e.g. cardboard recycling) and 
the associated tonnage for each diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors/source.  

·        Also, the summary should include the generators that were selected to be surveyed, but did not respond to the survey, and the number of employees at each of these generators.
·        As a comparison between disposal from the waste audits and DRS, the disposal for each generator must be included in the summary. Also, you should note if the disposal is being 
used for the extrapolation calculation. For each non-residential generator, the disposal must be broken out by cubic yard, and roll-off or compactor weights. If disposal was estimated for 
either disposal-based or employment-based extrapolation methods, please include conversion factor(s) for disposal and the source for conversion factor(s). Please provide an explanation 
as to how the conversion factor(s) is (are) appropriate for your jurisdiction e.g., "Study was conducted to determine average weights using hauler weight tickets."
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Grocery Store 11 Recycling cardbaard and plastic 
film, source reduciton of food, 
plastic, and office paper. 65 87.45 556.44 643.89 

Industrial Machinery & 
Equiptrnent 

12 Recycling organic, cardboard, 
paper, and metal, source reduction 
plastic, e-waste, cardboard, and 
office paper. 320 5.64 572.49 578.13 

Fabricated Structural Metal 13 Recycling metals, source reduction 
of cardboard and paper. 

140 0.83 472.41 473.24 

Totals 904 3,038.43 4,369.65 3,191.43 10,599.51 

Summarize the non-residential diversion activities for the top 10 generators quantification methodology and applicable conversion factors and sources (e.g., cardboard recycling: 
tonnage receipts provided by the contact person at the business). 

quantified by monthly 
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Grocery Store 11 Recycling cardbaard and plastic 
film, source reduciton of food, 
plastic, and office paper. 65 87.45 556.44 643.89

Industrial Machinery & 
Equiptment

12 Recycling organic, cardboard, 
paper, and metal, source reduction 
plastic, e-waste, cardboard, and 
office paper. 320 5.64 572.49 578.13

Fabricated Structural Metal 13 Recycling metals, source reduction 
of cardboard and paper.

140 0.83 472.41 473.24
904 3,038.43 4,369.65 3,191.43 10,599.51Totals

Summarize the non-residential diversion activities for the top 10 generators quantification methodology and applicable conversion factors and sources (e.g., cardboard recycling: quantified by monthly 
tonnage receipts provided by the contact person at the business).
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11. For each restricted waste type (i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids [e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt etc.] scrap metals, and 
white goods [PRC section 41781.2]) and associated program, please provide the following information: 

a. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990, complete the following table. 
Note: program name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type (e.g., "diversion conducted by city public 
waste department.) 

Restricted Waste Type 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

V See Attachment 11(Restricted Waste) 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

b. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990 - and if documentation on 
been approved by the Board - on a separate sheet marked "Attachment 11b,"give the 
documentation that indicates: 

■ How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which 
(PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [1]). 

■ That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was 
that waste type disposed at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year 
applicable to the entire jurisdiction, not to individual programs (PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] 
■ The jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion 
Recycling Element. 

Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already been approved by 
an attachment 11b for that waste type and program. 
Instead, please provide date of Board approval of previous submitted information.) 
If documentation is not available, go to 11d. 
c. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested 
approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program claimed: 

the program and waste type has not 
program and waste type, and provide 

specifically resulted in the diversion 

less than or equal to the amount of 
before 1990.Note: this criterion is 

RD. Please include documentation. 
programs in its Source Reduction and 

the Board, you do not have to provide 

(Date) 

in llb is available (but not yet 

Restricted Waste Type 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Specific Program Name New Base Year or Reporting Year 
Diversion Tonnage 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

d. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in llb is not available, please 
complete the table below for each program claimed. Note : Only the difference between the new base year/reporting year 
and 1990 can be counted in the diversion rate calculation. 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or 
Reporting Year 

Tonnage 

1990 Diversion 
Tonnage 

Difference 

Inert Solids V C&D Recycler #4 40,646 9,600 31,046 
Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

V 

V 
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(Date)
If documentation is not available, go to 11d.

pull down for waste types
pull down for waste types
pull down for waste types

11. For each restricted waste type (i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids [e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt etc.] scrap metals, and 
white goods [PRC section 41781.2]) and associated program, please provide the following information:
a. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990, complete the following table.
Note: program name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type (e.g., "diversion conducted by city public 
waste department.)

TonnageRestricted Waste Type

pull down for waste types

Year StartedSpecific Program Name

See Attachment 11(Restricted Waste)

New Base Year or Reporting Year 
Diversion Tonnage

         How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which specifically resulted in the diversion 
(PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [1]).

         That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less than or equal to the amount of 
that waste type disposed at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year before 1990. Note: this criterion is 
applicable to the entire jurisdiction, not to individual programs (PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [2]). Please include documentation.
         The jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion programs in its Source Reduction and 

Recycling Element.

c. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 11b is available (but not yet 
approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program claimed:

Specific Program Name

b. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990 - and if documentation on the program and waste type has not 
been approved by the Board - on a separate sheet marked "Attachment 11b,"give the program and waste type, and provide 
documentation that indicates:  

pull down for waste types
pull down for waste types

Restricted Waste Type

d. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 11b is not available, please 
complete the table below for each program claimed. Note : Only the difference between the new base year/reporting year 
and 1990 can be counted in the diversion rate calculation.

Difference

pull down for waste types C&D Recycler #4 40,646 9,600 31,046

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or 
Reporting Year 

Tonnage

1990 Diversion 
Tonnage

pull down for waste types
pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types
pull down for waste types

Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already been approved by the Board, you do not have to provide 
an attachment 11b for that waste type and program.  
Instead, please provide date of Board approval of previous submitted information.)

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Inert Solids

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types
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Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 
Scrap Metal Business 5 Recycling ferrous metals 1999 27.18 
Scrap Metal Business 5 Source Reduction ferrous metals 1999 0.36 
Scrap Metal Business 5 Reuse ferrous metals 2002 1.81 
Scrap Metal Business 5 Source Reduction ferrous metals 2002 3.62 
Scrap Metal Business 7 Recycling ferrous metals 1990 5.89 
Inert Solids Business 7 Recycling Concrete 1990 927.59 
Inert Solids Business 7 Reuse Asphalt 1990 97.43 
Inert Solids Business 8 Recycling Asphalt 1990 92.88 
Inert Solids Business 8 Recycling Concrete 1990 782.14 
Scrap Metal Business 12 Recycling ferrous metals 1990 2.36 
Scrap Metal Business 13 Recycling ferrous metals 2002 472.41 
Scrap Metal Business 17 Recycling ferrous metals 1995 18.12 
White Goods Business 20 Material Exchange major appliances 1992 25.81 
Scrap Metal Business 20 Material Exchange composite metal 1992 2.85 
Inert Solids Business 20 Source Reducton C&D material 1992 0.41 
Inert Solids Business 20 Reuse Asphalt 1992 36.57 
Scrap Metal Business 20 Source Reduction composit metal 1993 0.26 
White Goods Business 21 Source Reduciton major appliances 1991 39.13 
White Goods Business 21 Recycling major appliances 1991 199.97 
Inert Solids Business 25 Recycling concrete 1993 50.09 
Scrap Metal Business 25 Recycling ferrous metals 1993 1.81 
Inert Solids Business 25 Recycling asphalt 1993 50.03 
Scrap Metal Business 26 Recycling ferrous metals 1990 163.08 
Scrap Metal Business 35 Recycling ferrous metals 2001 2.50 
Scrap Metal Business 40 Recycling ferrous metals 1990 0.11 
Inert Solids Business 41 Source Reduction concrete 1993 9.28 
Scrap Metal Business 41 Source Reduction ferrous metals 1994 0.36 
Scrap Metal Business 44 Recycling ferrous metals 1992 54.36 
Scrap Metal Business 46 Recycling ferrous metals 1992 11.25 
Scrap Metal Business 49 Recycling ferrous metals 1995 35.20 
Scrap Metal Business 57 Recycling ferrous metals 2000 32.62 
Inert Solids Business 62 Recycling concrete 1993 25.00 
Scrap Metal Buisiness 65 Recycling ferrious metals 2002 27.18 
Inert Solids Business 67 Recycling asphalt 1991 6.90 
Scrap Metal Business 67 Recycling ferrious metal 1992 8.15 
Scrap Metal Business 70 Recycling composit metal 2000 0.05 
Scrap Metal Business 70 Recycling ferrious metal 2000 13.59 
Scrap Metal Business 81 Recycling ferrous metals 1992 0.68 
Scrap Metal Business 92 Recycling ferrous metals 1998 0.05 
Scrap Metal Business 93 Recycling ferrous metals 1992 0.23 
Scrap Metal Business 94 Recycling ferrous metals 2000 6.00 
Scrap Metal Business 98 Recycling ferrous metals 1994 12.00 
Scrap Metal Business 99 Recycling ferrous metals 1997 1.53 
Scrap Metal Business 99 Recycling non-ferrous metals 1997 0.30 
Inert Solids Business 99 Recycling rocks, soils, and fines 1997 0.50 
Scrap Metal Business 100 Source Reduction composit metal 1995 0.08 
Scrap Metal Business 101 Recycling non-ferrous metals 2001 1.00 
Scrap Metal Business 101 Recycling ferrous metals 2001 10.00 
Scrap Metal Business 102 Recycling ferrous metals 1992 1.00 
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Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage
Scrap Metal Business 5 Recycling ferrous metals 1999 27.18
Scrap Metal Business 5 Source Reduction ferrous metals 1999 0.36
Scrap Metal Business 5 Reuse ferrous metals 2002 1.81
Scrap Metal Business 5 Source Reduction ferrous metals 2002 3.62
Scrap Metal Business 7 Recycling ferrous metals 1990 5.89
Inert Solids Business 7 Recycling Concrete 1990 927.59
Inert Solids Business 7 Reuse Asphalt 1990 97.43
Inert Solids Business 8 Recycling Asphalt 1990 92.88
Inert Solids Business 8 Recycling Concrete 1990 782.14
Scrap Metal Business 12 Recycling ferrous metals 1990 2.36
Scrap Metal Business 13 Recycling ferrous metals 2002 472.41
Scrap Metal Business 17 Recycling ferrous metals 1995 18.12
White Goods Business 20 Material Exchange major appliances 1992 25.81
Scrap Metal Business 20 Material Exchange composite metal 1992 2.85
Inert Solids Business 20 Source Reducton C&D material 1992 0.41
Inert Solids Business 20 Reuse Asphalt 1992 36.57
Scrap Metal Business 20 Source Reduction composit metal 1993 0.26
White Goods Business 21 Source Reduciton major appliances 1991 39.13
White Goods Business 21 Recycling major appliances 1991 199.97
Inert Solids Business 25 Recycling concrete 1993 50.09
Scrap Metal Business 25 Recycling ferrous metals 1993 1.81
Inert Solids Business 25 Recycling asphalt 1993 50.03
Scrap Metal Business 26 Recycling ferrous metals 1990 163.08
Scrap Metal Business 35 Recycling ferrous metals 2001 2.50
Scrap Metal Business 40 Recycling ferrous metals 1990 0.11
Inert Solids Business 41 Source Reduction concrete 1993 9.28
Scrap Metal Business 41 Source Reduction ferrous metals 1994 0.36
Scrap Metal Business 44 Recycling ferrous metals 1992 54.36
Scrap Metal Business 46 Recycling ferrous metals 1992 11.25
Scrap Metal Business 49 Recycling ferrous metals 1995 35.20
Scrap Metal Business 57 Recycling ferrous metals 2000 32.62
Inert Solids Business 62 Recycling concrete 1993 25.00
Scrap Metal Buisiness 65 Recycling ferrious metals 2002 27.18
Inert Solids Business 67 Recycling asphalt 1991 6.90
Scrap Metal Business 67 Recycling ferrious metal 1992 8.15
Scrap Metal Business 70 Recycling composit metal 2000 0.05
Scrap Metal Business 70 Recycling ferrious metal 2000 13.59
Scrap Metal Business 81 Recycling ferrous metals 1992 0.68
Scrap Metal Business 92 Recycling ferrous metals 1998 0.05
Scrap Metal Business 93 Recycling ferrous metals 1992 0.23
Scrap Metal Business 94 Recycling ferrous metals 2000 6.00
Scrap Metal Business 98 Recycling ferrous metals 1994 12.00
Scrap Metal Business 99 Recycling ferrous metals 1997 1.53
Scrap Metal Business 99 Recycling non-ferrous metals 1997 0.30
Inert Solids Business 99 Recycling rocks, soils, and fines 1997 0.50
Scrap Metal Business 100 Source Reduction composit metal 1995 0.08
Scrap Metal Business 101 Recycling non-ferrous metals 2001 1.00
Scrap Metal Business 101 Recycling ferrous metals 2001 10.00
Scrap Metal Business 102 Recycling ferrous metals 1992 1.00
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Scrap Metal Business 111 Recycling ferrous metals 1999 1.27 
Scrap Metal Business 113 Recycling ferrous metals 2002 3.50 
Scrap Metal Business 118 Recycling ferrous metals 2001 3.00 
Scrap Metal Business 120 Recycling ferrous metals 1993 2.61 
Scrap Metal Business 123 Recycling ferrous metals 2002 0.13 
Scrap Metal Business 125 Recycling ferrous metals 1994 1.80 
Scrap Metal Business 131 Recycling ferrous metals 1993 5.44 
Scrap Metal Business 142 Recycling non-ferrous metals 2000 2.40 
Scrap Metal Business 146 Recycling ferrous metals 2002 3.50 
Scrap Metal Business 150 Recycling ferrous metals 1998 0.15 
Scrap Metal Business 167 Recycling ferrous metals 2000 3.00 
Scrap Metal Business 168 Recycling ferrous metals 1990 0.18 
Scrap Metal Business 175 Recycling ferrous metals 1998 0.02 
Scrap Metal Business 175 Recycling non-ferrous metals 1998 0.01 
Scrap Metal Business 177 Recycling ferrous metals 1990 0.05 
Scrap Metal Business 188 Recycling ferrous metals 1993 0.50 
Scrap Metal Business 202 Recycling ferrous metals 1995 1.30 
Scrap Metal Business 206 Recycling ferrous metals 2002 1.36 
Scrap Metal Business 208 Recycling ferrous metals 1991 0.40 
Scrap Metal Business 227 Recycling ferrous metals 1991 0.23 
Scrap Metal Business 233 Recycling ferrous metals 1992 0.45 
Scrap Metal Business 239 Recycling ferrous metals 1997 0.40 
Scrap Metal Business 260 Recycling composit metals 2001 0.18 
Scrap Metal Business 261 Recycling ferrous metals 1990 0.37 
Scrap Metal Business 266 Recycling ferrous metals 2002 0.23 
Scrap Metal Business 270 Recycling ferrous metals 1996 0.37 
Scrap Metal Business 282 Recycling composit metals 1992 0.30 
Scrap Metal Business 302 Recycling ferrous metals 1993 0.17 
Scrap Metal Business 331 Recycling ferrous metals 1995 0.05 
Scrap Metal Business 335 Recycling ferrous metals 2001 0.01 
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #1, facility 1 1999 421.00 
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #1, facility 2 1991 74,054.80 
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #1, facility 3 1995 27,513.60 
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #1, facility 4 1999 300.00 
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #2 2002 77,975.20 
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #3 1996 63,856.65 
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #5 1990 14,180.27 
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #6 1995 1,000.00 
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #7 2000 6,300.00 
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #8 1996 90,000.00 
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Scrap Metal Business 111 Recycling ferrous metals 1999 1.27
Scrap Metal Business 113 Recycling ferrous metals 2002 3.50
Scrap Metal Business 118 Recycling ferrous metals 2001 3.00
Scrap Metal Business 120 Recycling ferrous metals 1993 2.61
Scrap Metal Business 123 Recycling ferrous metals 2002 0.13
Scrap Metal Business 125 Recycling ferrous metals 1994 1.80
Scrap Metal Business 131 Recycling ferrous metals 1993 5.44
Scrap Metal Business 142 Recycling non-ferrous metals 2000 2.40
Scrap Metal Business 146 Recycling ferrous metals 2002 3.50
Scrap Metal Business 150 Recycling ferrous metals 1998 0.15
Scrap Metal Business 167 Recycling ferrous metals 2000 3.00
Scrap Metal Business 168 Recycling ferrous metals 1990 0.18
Scrap Metal Business 175 Recycling ferrous metals 1998 0.02
Scrap Metal Business 175 Recycling non-ferrous metals 1998 0.01
Scrap Metal Business 177 Recycling ferrous metals 1990 0.05
Scrap Metal Business 188 Recycling ferrous metals 1993 0.50
Scrap Metal Business 202 Recycling ferrous metals 1995 1.30
Scrap Metal Business 206 Recycling ferrous metals 2002 1.36
Scrap Metal Business 208 Recycling ferrous metals 1991 0.40
Scrap Metal Business 227 Recycling ferrous metals 1991 0.23
Scrap Metal Business 233 Recycling ferrous metals 1992 0.45
Scrap Metal Business 239 Recycling ferrous metals 1997 0.40
Scrap Metal Business 260 Recycling composit metals 2001 0.18
Scrap Metal Business 261 Recycling ferrous metals 1990 0.37
Scrap Metal Business 266 Recycling ferrous metals 2002 0.23
Scrap Metal Business 270 Recycling ferrous metals 1996 0.37
Scrap Metal Business 282 Recycling composit metals 1992 0.30
Scrap Metal Business 302 Recycling ferrous metals 1993 0.17
Scrap Metal Business 331 Recycling ferrous metals 1995 0.05
Scrap Metal Business 335 Recycling ferrous metals 2001 0.01
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #1, facility 1 1999 421.00
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #1, facility 2 1991 74,054.80
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #1, facility 3 1995 27,513.60
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #1, facility 4 1999 300.00
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #2 2002 77,975.20
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #3 1996 63,856.65
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #5 1990 14,180.27
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #6 1995 1,000.00
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #7 2000 6,300.00
Inert Solids C&D Recycler #8 1996 90,000.00
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Site Visit Information for All Sites (by diversion tons) 
DIVERSION INFORMATION BY SITE 

1 of 51 

Reference SIC - Business Type Activity Description 0 of Source Reduction Recycling Restricted Metal Restricted CID Composting Material Type Conversion Factor Source 
Number Employe.] (pounds) (pounds) (pounds) (pounds) (pounds) (category) (weight per count) 

1 1794-Excavation work 
Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 12 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 1855.18Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

1 1794-Excavation work 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 12 0 Organic 46.69Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 
CM/MB Density 
Tables 1 1794-Excavation work 

Recycling Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 12 0 111,9.9,984  

Construction and 
Demolition 2385.54Ibs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 12 0 0 0 0 111,949,984 0 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers 

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 75 0 3,182,343 

Construction and 
Demolition 2441.25Ibs/unit Tellus 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers Recycling Other office paper 75 0 6,625 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers 

Reuse Concrete new/expanded 
only 75 0 —15,838,393 

Construction and 
Demolition 150Ibs/unit FEECO 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers 

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 75 0 4,773,516 

Construction and 
Demolition 2441.25Ibs/unit Tellus 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers 

Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 75 0 Metal 30Ibs/unit 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers Source reduction Paper bags 75 0 2607 Paper 0.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 75 0 5,223  Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers 

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 75 0 axmae 

Construction and 
Demolition 2570.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 75 0 452,208 Metal 906Ibs/unit USEPA 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 75 0 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers Recycling Wood pallets 75 0 50,400 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 75 0 450 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

2 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers Source reduction Tires 75 0 5,334 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 75 0 8,320 0 62,247 0 152,208 0 27,145,6112  0 

3 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 1,430,000 3,258,929 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

Califomia Turf 
Grass Study 

3 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Composting Manures (nonag 
use only) 6 2,604,160 —9,616,300   Organic 1252Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

3 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Newspaper 6 156 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

3 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 106 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

3 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 6 10,000 Organic 500Ibs/unit USEPA 

3 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 6 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 6 1,440,000 3,268,929 322 0 0 2,604,160 J-;645-;300  

4 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 8 0 3,650,000 3,650,000 —0 Organic 500Ibs/unit USEPA 

4 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 8 198 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

4 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 8 20 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

4 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Recycling Agricultural crop 
residues (nonag use only) 8 0 —140,786 140,786 —0 Organic 5lbs/unit FEECO 

4 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pellets 8 80 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

4 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 8 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 8 218 80 —3,790,866 0 0 3,701,840 —0 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 134.5 54,360 Metal 906Ibs/unit USEPA 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 9,000 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

Califomia Turf 
Grass Study 
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Reference SIC - Business Type Activity Description # of Source Reduction Recycling Restricted Metal Restricted C/D Composting Material Type Conversion Factor Source
Number Employee (pounds) (pounds) (pounds) (pounds) (pounds) (category) (weight per count)

1 1794-Excavation work
Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 12 0

Construction and 
Demolition 1855.18lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

1 1794-Excavation work
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 12 0 Organic 46.69lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

1 1794-Excavation work
Recycling Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 12 0     111,949,984

Construction and 
Demolition 2385.54lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

SITE TOTAL 12 0 0 0 0     111,949,984 0

2
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 75 0       3,182,343

Construction and 
Demolition 2441.25lbs/unit Tellus

2
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers Recycling Other office paper 75 0       6,625 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

2
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers

Reuse Concrete new/expanded 
only 75 0       15,838,393

Construction and 
Demolition 150lbs/unit FEECO

2
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 75 0      4,773,516

Construction and 
Demolition 2441.25lbs/unit Tellus

2
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers

Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 75 0 Metal 30lbs/unit x

2
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers Source reduction Paper bags 75 0        2,607 Paper 0.5lbs/unit USEPA

2
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 75 0        5,223 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

2
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 75 0       3,351,430

Construction and 
Demolition 2570.96lbs/unit Tellus

2
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 75 0       152,208 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

2
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 75 0            229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

2
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers Recycling Wood pallets 75 0        50,400 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

2
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 75 0            150 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

2
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers Source reduction Tires 75 0        5,334 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 75 0        8,320 0        62,247 0       152,208 0      27,145,682 0

3
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6   1,430,000     3,258,929 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

3
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Composting Manures (nonag 
use only) 6 2,604,160     9,615,360 Organic 1252lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

3
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Newspaper 6 156 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

3
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 106 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

3
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 6 10,000 Organic 500lbs/unit USEPA

3
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 6 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 6 1,440,000   3,268,929 322 0 0 2,604,160    9,615,360

4
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 8 0       3,650,000 3,650,000         0 Organic 500lbs/unit USEPA

4
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 8 198 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

4
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 8 20 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

4
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Recycling Agricultural crop 
residues (nonag use only) 8 0           140,786 140,786        0 Organic 5lbs/unit FEECO

4
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 8 80 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

4
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 8 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 8 218 80      3,790,866 0 0 3,701,840      0

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 134.5 54,360 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 9,000 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

County of San Diego Unincorporated Areas Section 9B - All Non-Residential Audits Page 1 of 51

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight



Board Meeting 
June 14-15, 2005 

Agenda 
Attachment 

Item 23 
2b 

2 of 51 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Rock soil and 
fines new/expanded only 134.5 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 134.5 1,760,000 Organic 4401bs/unit Tellus 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 24,990 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 134.5 720 Metal 30Ibs/unit 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 350 Organic 6.7123Ibs/unk 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Agricultural 
crop residues (nonag use only) 134.5 175,982 Organic 51bs/unit FEECO 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 134.5 573,571 Organic 440Ibs/unk Tellus 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 11,200 Organic 280Ibs/unk LA Co 11.98 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services Source reduction Lumber 134.5 1,213 

Construction and 
Demolition 202.2Ibs/unit 

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 134.5 21,080 Organic 527Ibs/unk Tellus 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Reuse Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 134.5 3,624 Metal 906Ibs/unk USEPA 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 5,000 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services 

Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 134.5 7,248 Metal 906Ibs/unk USEPA 

5 
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services Source reduction Lumber 134.5 1,820 

Construction and 
Demolition 202.2Ibs/unit 

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average 

SITE TOTAL 134.5 2,584,207 0 65,952 0 0 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Misc. plastic containers 320 2 Plastic 0.0469Ibs/unk USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Other office paper 320 14,738 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 0 070,000 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 0 679,000 Plastic 0.7Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse HDPE containers 320 72 Plastic 1.2Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Tires 320 0 -3,840 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 900 Plastic 15Ibs/unit UCLA /rs 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 320 3,911 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 918 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Tires 320 2,400 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 0 871,000 Plastic 0.9Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 2,008 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 320 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 320 0 13,228 Metal 906Ibs/unk USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 171 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Composting Leaves and grass 320 302,400 40,4143 Organic 74.42Ibs/unit Tellus 
SITE TOTAL 320 8,502 2,534,3^? 17,138 0 13,228 0 302,400 40,419 

7 8711-Engineering services 
Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 33 1,855,180 

Construction and 
Demolition 1855.18Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

7 8711-Engineering services Recycling Newspaper 33 391 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

7 8711-Engineering services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 33 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

7 8711-Engineering services Reuse Office white ledger 33 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 
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5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 134.5 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96lbs/unit Tellus

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 134.5 1,760,000 Organic 440lbs/unit Tellus

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 24,990 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 134.5 720 Metal 30lbs/unit x

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 350 Organic 6.7123lbs/unit x

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Agricultural 
crop residues (nonag use only) 134.5 175,982 Organic 5lbs/unit FEECO

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 134.5 573,571 Organic 440lbs/unit Tellus

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 11,200 Organic 280lbs/unit LA Co 11.98

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services Source reduction Lumber 134.5 1,213

Construction and 
Demolition 202.2lbs/unit

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 134.5 21,080 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Reuse Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 134.5 3,624 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 134.5 5,000 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services

Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 134.5 7,248 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

5
7900-Amusement & recreation 
services Source reduction Lumber 134.5 1,820

Construction and 
Demolition 202.2lbs/unit

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average

SITE TOTAL 134.5 2,584,207 0 65,952 0 0

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Misc. plastic containers 320 2 Plastic 0.0469lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Other office paper 320 14,738 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 0          970,000 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 0          679,000 Plastic 0.7lbs/unit UCLA /sh

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse HDPE containers 320 72 Plastic 1.2lbs/unit UCLA /sh

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Tires 320 0              3,840 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 900 Plastic 15lbs/unit UCLA /rs

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 320 3,911 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 918 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Tires 320 2,400 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 0        873,000 Plastic 0.9lbs/unit UCLA /sh

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 2,008 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 320 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 320 0        13,228 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 320 171 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

6 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Composting Leaves and grass 320 302,400         10,419 Organic 74.42lbs/unit Tellus
SITE TOTAL 320 8,502    2,534,342 17,138 0        13,228 0 302,400         10,419

7 8711-Engineering services
Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 33 1,855,180

Construction and 
Demolition 1855.18lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

7 8711-Engineering services Recycling Newspaper 33 391 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

7 8711-Engineering services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 33 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

7 8711-Engineering services Reuse Office white ledger 33 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
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7 8711-Engineering services 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 33 20,596 Organic 329.53Ibs/unk Tellus 

7 8711-Engineering services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 33 115 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

7 8711-Engineering services 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 33 11,778 Metal 906Ibs/unk USEPA 

7 8711-Engineering services 
Reuse Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 33 194,850 

Construction and 
Demolition 45Ibs/unit FEECO 

7 8711-Engineering services 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 33 20,596 Organic 329.53Ibs/unk Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 41,597 391 11,778 2,050,030 0 

8 
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work Reuse Office white ledger 27 100 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

8 
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work 

Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 27 1,564,286 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

8 
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 27 0 186,759 Metal llbs/unit 

8 
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 27 92,879 Organic llbs/unit 

8 
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work 

Recycling Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 27 185,759 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

8 
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work 

Recycling Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 27 0 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 100 92,879 0 186,759 1,750,045 0 

9 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 140 624,040 Organic llbs/unit 
9 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 140 140,320 Organic llbs/unit 

g 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 140 1,002,260 Paper llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 0 1,766,620 0 0 0 

10 7992-Public golf courses Recycling Tires 30 300 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

10 7992-Public golf courses Composting Leaves and grass 30 68,229 Organic 250Ibs/unk 
California Turf 
Grass Study 

10 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 30 1,626,414 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

10 7992-Public golf courses Scavenging Wood pallets 30 800 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 
10 7992-Public golf courses Recycling Food 30 3,885 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

10 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 53 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unk USEPA 

10 7992-Public golf courses 
Composting Prunings and 
trimmings 30 8,640 Organic 108Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,626,467 4,985 0 0 76,869 

11 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 65 1,095,000 Paper llbs/unit 

11 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 65 1,173 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

11 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 65 120 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

11 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 65 2,972 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

11 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic 65 8,231 Plastic 22.55Ibs/unit 
CIWMB Density 
Tables 

11 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic 65 9,642 Plastic 22.55Ibs/unit 
CIWMB Density 
Tables 

11 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 65 29,200 Organic llbs/unit 
11 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 65 129,288 Organic 57Ibs/unit FEECO 
11 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 65 12,023 Organic 54.9Ibs/unit FEECO 

11 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 65 130 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 174,907 1,112,872 0 0 0 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 320 652 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 320 280 E-Waste 28Ibs/unit BUG 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 320 1,030,958 Organic 329.53Ibs/unk Tellus 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 320 1,525 E-Waste 20.33Ibs/unit LA Study 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 2,086 Paper 41bs/unit USEPA 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 320 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 320 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 
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7 8711-Engineering services
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 33 20,596 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

7 8711-Engineering services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 33 115 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

7 8711-Engineering services
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 33 11,778 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

7 8711-Engineering services
Reuse Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 33 194,850

Construction and 
Demolition 45lbs/unit FEECO

7 8711-Engineering services
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 33 20,596 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 41,597 391 11,778 2,050,030 0

8
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work Reuse Office white ledger 27 100 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

8
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work

Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 27 1,564,286

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

8
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 27 0         185,759 Metal 1lbs/unit x

8
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 27 92,879 Organic 1lbs/unit x

8
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work

Recycling Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 27 185,759

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

8
1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet 
Metal Work

Recycling Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 27 0

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 100 92,879 0         185,759 1,750,045 0

9 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 140 624,040 Organic 1lbs/unit x
9 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 140 140,320 Organic 1lbs/unit x

9 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 140 1,002,260 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 1,766,620 0 0 0

10 7992-Public golf courses Recycling Tires 30 300 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

10 7992-Public golf courses Composting Leaves and grass 30 68,229 Organic 250lbs/unit
California Turf 
Grass Study

10 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 30 1,626,414 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

10 7992-Public golf courses Scavenging Wood pallets 30 800 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA
10 7992-Public golf courses Recycling Food 30 3,885 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

10 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 53 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

10 7992-Public golf courses
Composting Prunings and 
trimmings 30 8,640 Organic 108lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,626,467 4,985 0 0 76,869

11 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 65 1,095,000 Paper 1lbs/unit x

11 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 65 1,173 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

11 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 65 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

11 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 65 2,972 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

11 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic 65 8,231 Plastic 22.55lbs/unit
CIWMB Density 
Tables

11 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic 65 9,642 Plastic 22.55lbs/unit
CIWMB Density 
Tables

11 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 65 29,200 Organic 1lbs/unit x
11 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 65 129,288 Organic 57lbs/unit FEECO
11 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 65 12,023 Organic 54.9lbs/unit FEECO

11 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 65 130 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 174,907 1,112,872 0 0 0

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 320 652 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 320 280 E-Waste 28lbs/unit BUG

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 320 1,030,958 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 320 1,525 E-Waste 20.33lbs/unit LA Study

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 2,086 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 320 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 320 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
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12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment Reuse Office white ledger 320 240 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 104,286 Paper llbs/unit 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 320 4,724 Metal 906Ibs/unit USEPA 

12 
5084-Industrial machinery and 

e5V-mlnedntustrial SRoeucYrccleinrgdaucthieornor-Vt 'satieer  
320 5,006 Paper 81bs/unit USEPA 

12 
machinery and 

equipment primarily metal 320 2,775 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 
SITE TOTAL 11,275 1,140,250 4,724 0 0 

13 3441-Fabricated structural metal 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 140 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

13 3441-Fabricated structural metal 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 140 944,829 Metal 906Ibs/unit USEPA 

13 3441-Fabricated structural metal 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 140 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,669 0 944,829 0 0 

14 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic 75 1,304 Plastic llbs/unit 
14 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 75 189,450 Organic 54.9Ibs/unit FEECO 

14 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 75 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

14 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Food 75 9,125 Organic llbs/unit 

14 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 75 638,750 Paper llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 9,155 829,503 0 0 0 

15 8000-Health services 
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 105 0 Metal 60.5Ibs/unit BUG 

15 8000-Health services 
Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 105 15 Paper llbs/unit 

15 8000-Health services 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 105 330 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

15 8000-Health services 
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 105 102 E-Waste 20.33Ibs/unit LA Study 

15 8000-Health services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 105 120 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

15 8000-Health services 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 105 7,312 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

15 8000-Health services Reuse PETE containers 105 196 Plastic 0.0938Ibs/unit USEPA corr. 

15 8000-Health services 
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 105 278 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

15 8000-Health services Recycling Tires 105 60 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

15 8000-Health services Recycling Other office paper 105 15,164 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 
CIWMB Density 
Tables 

15 8000-Health services 
Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 105 803,000 Organic 440Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 1,039 825,535 0 0 0 

16 5311-Department Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 165 730,000 Paper llbs/unit 

16 5311-Department Stores 
Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 165 31,286 Paper 31bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 761,286 0 0 0 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 275 12 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Wood pallets 275 960 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Wood pallets 275 480 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Food 275 4,920 Organic 410Ibs/unit USEPA 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 275 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Tires 275 8,000 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 275 10,445 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Material exchange Textiles 275 23,464 Organic 225Ibs/unit Tellus 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 275 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 
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12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment Reuse Office white ledger 320 240 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 320 104,286 Paper 1lbs/unit x

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 320 4,724 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment Recycling Other office paper 320 5,006 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

12
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 320 2,775 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

SITE TOTAL 11,275 1,140,250 4,724 0 0

13 3441-Fabricated structural metal
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 140 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

13 3441-Fabricated structural metal
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 140 944,829 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

13 3441-Fabricated structural metal
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 140 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,669 0 944,829 0 0

14 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic 75 1,304 Plastic 1lbs/unit x
14 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 75 189,450 Organic 54.9lbs/unit FEECO

14 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 75 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

14 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Food 75 9,125 Organic 1lbs/unit x

14 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 75 638,750 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 9,155 829,503 0 0 0

15 8000-Health services
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 105 0 Metal 60.5lbs/unit BUG

15 8000-Health services
Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 105 15 Paper 1lbs/unit x

15 8000-Health services
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 105 330 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

15 8000-Health services
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 105 102 E-Waste 20.33lbs/unit LA Study

15 8000-Health services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 105 120 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

15 8000-Health services
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 105 7,312 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

15 8000-Health services Reuse PETE containers 105 196 Plastic 0.0938lbs/unit USEPA corr.

15 8000-Health services
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 105 278 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

15 8000-Health services Recycling Tires 105 60 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

15 8000-Health services Recycling Other office paper 105 15,164 Paper 363.51lbs/unit
CIWMB Density 
Tables

15 8000-Health services
Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 105 803,000 Organic 440lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 1,039 825,535 0 0 0

16 5311-Department Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 165 730,000 Paper 1lbs/unit x

16 5311-Department Stores
Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 165 31,286 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 761,286 0 0 0

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 275 12 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Wood pallets 275 960 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Wood pallets 275 480 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Food 275 4,920 Organic 410lbs/unit USEPA

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 275 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Tires 275 8,000 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 275 10,445 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Material exchange Textiles 275 23,464 Organic 225lbs/unit Tellus

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 275 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
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17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 275 36,240 Metal 906Ibs/unk USEPA 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 275 114 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Leaves and grass 275 599,643 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

Califomia Turf 
Grass Study 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Food 275 156 Organic 1lbs/unit x 

17 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 275 70,664 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 24,036 95,469 36,240 0 599,643 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 160 2,240 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Food 160 2,034 Organic 30Ibs/unit x 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 160 401 Organic 4.45Ibs/unit LA Study 
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 160 186 Special Waste 74.33Ibs/unit LA Study 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 150 10,831 Organic 84.4Ibs/unit Tellus 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 150 5,760 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 150 2,270 Organic 2271bs/unit LA Study 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 2,607 Paper 51berunit USEPA 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels 

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 150 0 Metal 1.25Ibs/unit LA Study 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 160 240 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 150 233 Organic 2.33Ibs/unit LA Study 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 150 5,805 Organic 2.7Ibs/unk LA Study 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 150 15,539 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 150 554 Organic 1.23Ibs/unit LA Study 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Composting Leaves and grass 150 648,824 Organic 2805ehink LA Co 11.98 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite paper 150 720 Paper 11bs/unit x 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 150 5,285 Special Waste 151Ibs/unk LA Study 

18 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 150 860 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 32,025 23,539 0 0 648,824 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 85 57 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 85 103 Plastic 1.9tisrunk USEPA 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 85 600 Paper 51berunit USEPA 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Reading Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 85 0 Metal llbs/unit x 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 85 44,165 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Composting Prunings and 
trimmings 85 22,526 Organic 108Ibs/unk USEPA 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Leaves and grass 85 5,600 Organic 280Ibs/unk LA Co 11.98 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 85 13,057 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Office white ledger 85 913 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

19 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Leaves and grass 85 570,313 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

SITE TOTAL 1,672 57,222 0 0 598,438 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Other office 
paper 450 960 Paper 81bs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily metal 450 3,912 E-Waste 49Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 930 Metal 186Ibs/unk LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 10,781 Metal 134.815ermit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky kerns 450 7,222 Special Waste 45251behnit BUG 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 450 12,725 &Waste 159Albs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 2,395 Metal llbs/unit 
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17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 275 36,240 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 275 114 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Leaves and grass 275 599,643 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Food 275 156 Organic 1lbs/unit x

17
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 275 70,664 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 24,036 95,469 36,240 0 599,643

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 150 2,240 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Food 150 2,034 Organic 30lbs/unit x
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 150 401 Organic 4.45lbs/unit LA Study
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 150 186 Special Waste 74.33lbs/unit LA Study

18 7011-Hotels and Motels
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 150 10,831 Organic 84.4lbs/unit Tellus

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 150 5,760 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 150 2,270 Organic 2.27lbs/unit LA Study

18 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

18 7011-Hotels and Motels

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 150 0 Metal 1.25lbs/unit LA Study

18 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 240 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 150 233 Organic 2.33lbs/unit LA Study
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 150 5,805 Organic 2.7lbs/unit LA Study
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 150 15,539 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
18 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 150 554 Organic 1.23lbs/unit LA Study

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Composting Leaves and grass 150 648,824 Organic 280lbs/unit LA Co 11.98

18 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite paper 150 720 Paper 1lbs/unit x

18 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 150 5,285 Special Waste 151lbs/unit LA Study

18 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 150 860 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 32,025 23,539 0 0 648,824

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 85 57 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 85 103 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 85 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 85 0 Metal 1lbs/unit x

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 85 44,165 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Composting Prunings and 
trimmings 85 22,526 Organic 108lbs/unit USEPA

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Leaves and grass 85 5,600 Organic 280lbs/unit LA Co 11.98

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 85 13,057 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Office white ledger 85 913 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

19
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Leaves and grass 85 570,313 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

SITE TOTAL 1,672 57,222 0 0 598,438

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Other office 
paper 450 960 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily metal 450 3,912 E-Waste 49lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 930 Metal 186lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 10,761 Metal 134.8lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 7,222 Special Waste 45.25lbs/unit BUG

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 450 12,725 E-Waste 159.4lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 2,395 Metal 1lbs/unit x
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20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 15806 Metal 198Ibs/unit Tellus 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 11,863 Special Waste 74.33Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 450 2,682 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 450 22 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 450 215 Organic 1.23Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite paper 450 480 Paper llbs/unit 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 450 1,197 Metal llbs/unit 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 450 45886 Paper 2.21bs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Office colored ledger 450 1559 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 
CIWMB Density 
Tables 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Food 450 1564 Organic 30Ibs/unit 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 450 13 Plastic 2.51bs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Recycling Phone books and 
directories 450 4,800 Paper 41bs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 450 2,898 Metal 36.3Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 450 2,607 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Food 450 1564 Organic 30Ibs/unit 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 450 30 Plastic llbs/unit 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 450 225 Organic 30Ibs/unit LA Co 11.98 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 450 104,453 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 950 Plastic 1.91bs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 22,152 Special Waste 138.8Ibs/unit BUG 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Reuse Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 450 73,140 

Construction and 
Demolition 1380Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 7,831 Metal 98.1Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 450 0 —1-1,598 Metal 226.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 24,100 Special Waste 151Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 450 400 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 450 11534 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 13,882 Metal 173.9Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 450 0 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 450 10,000 Special Waste llbs/unit 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 450 12,743 Organic 463.39Ibs/unit Tellus 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 450 26,350 Organic 527Ibs/unit Tellus 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 450 160 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 450 1597 Metal llbs/unit 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 450 178 Organic 4.45Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 7,105 Special Waste 89Ibs/unit BUG 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 0 Special Waste llbs/unit 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 450 63 Plastic llbs/unit 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 450 4,470 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 36,868 Special Waste 231Ibs/unit BUG 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 500 Plastic 0.51bs/unit UCLA /sh 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 450 13,917 Special Waste 174.33Ibs/unit LA Study 
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20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 15,806 Metal 198lbs/unit Tellus

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 11,863 Special Waste 74.33lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 450 2,682 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 450 22 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 450 215 Organic 1.23lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite paper 450 480 Paper 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 450 1,197 Metal 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 450 45,886 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Office colored ledger 450 1,559 Paper 363.51lbs/unit
CIWMB Density 
Tables

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Food 450 1,564 Organic 30lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 450 13 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Recycling Phone books and 
directories 450 4,800 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 450 2,898 Metal 36.3lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 450 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Food 450 1,564 Organic 30lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 450 30 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 450 225 Organic 30lbs/unit LA Co 11.98

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 450 104,453 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 950 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 22,152 Special Waste 138.8lbs/unit BUG

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Reuse Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 450 73,140

Construction and 
Demolition 1380lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 7,831 Metal 98.1lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 450 0      11,598 Metal 226.5lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 24,100 Special Waste 151lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 450 400 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 450 11,534 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange Major 
appliances new/expanded only 450 13,882 Metal 173.9lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 450 0 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 450 10,000 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 450 12,743 Organic 463.39lbs/unit Tellus

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 450 26,350 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 450 160 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 450 1,597 Metal 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 450 178 Organic 4.45lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 7,105 Special Waste 89lbs/unit BUG

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 0 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 450 63 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 450 4,470 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 450 36,868 Special Waste 231lbs/unit BUG

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 500 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 450 13,917 Special Waste 174.33lbs/unit LA Study
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20 7011-Hotels and Motels 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite 
construction and demolition 
new/expanded only 450 174 

Construction and 
Demolition 38.67Ibs/unit LA Study 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite 
construction and demolition 
new/expanded only 450 180 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite 
construction and demolition 
new/expanded only 450 450 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 450 105 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Other office paper 450 1,489 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 
CIWMB Density 
Tables 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 300 Plastic llbs/unit 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 120 Plastic 1.2Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 240 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 450 525 Metal llbs/unit 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 450 120 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 450 792 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 450 540 
Reuse Remainder/composite 

 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

20 7011-Hotels and Motels plastic 450 360 Plastic 31bs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 258,323 120,013 57823 69,424 73,944 0 

21 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Recycling Major appliances 
new/expanded only 7 38%641 Metal 98.1Ibs/unit LA Study 

21 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

21 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Recycling Major appliances 
new/expanded only 7 1%295 Metal llbs/unit 

21 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 11,471 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

21 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Source reduction Major 
appliances new/expanded only 7 7%255 Metal 173.9Ibs/unit LA Study 

SITE TOTAL 11,732 0 478,191 0 0 

22 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Recycling Manures (nonag use 
only) 1 417%10 Organic 1252Ibs/unit Tellus 

22 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 264 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

22 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Recycling Remainderlcomposite 
organic 1 33,789 Organic 15Ibs/unit FEECO 

22 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1 60 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

22 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 334 451,599 0 0 0 

23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 110 2,008 Organic llbs/unit 
23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 110 31,286 Organic llbs/unit 
23 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic 110 5,565 Plastic 3.68Ibs/unit Tellus 
23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Bulky items 110 75 Special Waste llbs/unit 

23 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 110 375,429 Paper 900Ibs/unit USEPA 

23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Bulky items 110 50 Special Waste llbs/unit 
23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 110 1,304 Organic llbs/unit 
23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 110 10,689 Organic 410Ibs/unit USEPA 

23 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 110 90 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

23 5411-Grocery Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 110 139 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 45,640 380,993 0 0 0 

24 
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables Source reduction Lumber 98 200 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

24 
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 98 125,451 Organic 343.7Ibs/unit Tellus 
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20 7011-Hotels and Motels

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite 
construction and demolition 
new/expanded only 450 174

Construction and 
Demolition 38.67lbs/unit LA Study

20 7011-Hotels and Motels

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite 
construction and demolition 
new/expanded only 450 180

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite 
construction and demolition 
new/expanded only 450 450

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 450 105 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Other office paper 450 1,489 Paper 363.51lbs/unit
CIWMB Density 
Tables

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 300 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 120 Plastic 1.2lbs/unit UCLA /sh

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 450 240 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

20 7011-Hotels and Motels

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 450 525 Metal 1lbs/unit x

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 450 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 450 792 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 450 540 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

20 7011-Hotels and Motels
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 450 360 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 258,323 120,013 57,823     69,421 73,944 0

21
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Recycling Major appliances 
new/expanded only 7 383,641 Metal 98.1lbs/unit LA Study

21
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

21
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Recycling Major appliances 
new/expanded only 7 16,295 Metal 1lbs/unit x

21
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 11,471 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

21
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Source reduction Major 
appliances new/expanded only 7 78,255 Metal 173.9lbs/unit LA Study

SITE TOTAL 11,732 0 478,191 0 0

22
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Recycling Manures (nonag use 
only) 1 417,810 Organic 1252lbs/unit Tellus

22
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 264 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

22
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 1 33,789 Organic 15lbs/unit FEECO

22
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

22
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 334 451,599 0 0 0

23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 110 2,008 Organic 1lbs/unit x
23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 110 31,286 Organic 1lbs/unit x
23 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic 110 5,565 Plastic 3.68lbs/unit Tellus
23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Bulky items 110 75 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

23 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 110 375,429 Paper 900lbs/unit USEPA

23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Bulky items 110 50 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x
23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 110 1,304 Organic 1lbs/unit x
23 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 110 10,689 Organic 410lbs/unit USEPA

23 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 110 90 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

23 5411-Grocery Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 110 139 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 45,640 380,993 0 0 0

24
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables Source reduction Lumber 98 200

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

24
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 98 125,451 Organic 343.7lbs/unit Tellus
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24 
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables 

Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers 98 133 Plastic 32Ibs/unit USEPA 

24 
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables Reuse Office white ledger 98 60 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

24 
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 98 24,038 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

24 
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables Source reduction Food 98 200,000 Organic llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 325,711 24,172 0 0 0 

25 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 18 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

25 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 18 100,180 

Construction and 
Demolition 1855.18Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

25 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Recycling Tires 18 2,400 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

25 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Reuse Tires 18 1,600 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

25 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Recycling Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 18 100,050 

Construction and 
Demolition 1380Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

25 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Reuse Branches and stumps 18 129,600 Organic 1080Ibs/unit Tellus 

25 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 18 3,624 Metal 906Ibs/unk USEPA 

25 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 18 38 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 131,268 2,400 3,624 200,230 0 

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c. 
Scavenging 
Remainder/composite organic 35 1,318 Organic 329.53Ibs/unk Tellus 

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c. 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 35 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 35 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 35 620 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c. 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 35 326,160 Metal 906Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 276 1,938 326,160 0 0 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 1600 2,400 Metal llbs/unit 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 1600 36 Plastic llbs/unit 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Recycling Other office paper 1600 24,000 Paper llbs/unit 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1600 6,891 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unk USEPA 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1600 120,000 Paper llbs/unit 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1600 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Material exchange Bulky items 1600 697 Special Waste 174.33Ibs/unk LA Study 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 1600 450 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Material exchange Bulky items 1600 90 Special Waste llbs/unit 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Recycling Durable plastic items 1600 3,000 Plastic llbs/unit 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Composting Leaves and grass 1600 116,670 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals 

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 1600 0 Metal llbs/unit 

27 
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Material exchange Bulky items 1600 1,800 Special Waste llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 10,564 149,400 0 0 116,670 

28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 18 3,585 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 18 70,393 Paper 900Ibs/unk USEPA 

28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 18 50,000 Organic 500Ibs/unk USEPA 

28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores Reuse Food 18 2,700 Organic llbs/unit 

28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores Recycling Newspaper 18 1,043 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 
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24
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables

Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers 98 133 Plastic 32lbs/unit USEPA

24
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables Reuse Office white ledger 98 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

24
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 98 24,038 Paper 50.08lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

24
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables Source reduction Food 98 200,000 Organic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 325,711 24,172 0 0 0

25
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 18 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

25
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 18 100,180

Construction and 
Demolition 1855.18lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

25
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Recycling Tires 18 2,400 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

25
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Reuse Tires 18 1,600 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

25
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Recycling Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 18 100,050

Construction and 
Demolition 1380lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

25
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Reuse Branches and stumps 18 129,600 Organic 1080lbs/unit Tellus

25
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 18 3,624 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

25
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 18 38 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 131,268 2,400 3,624 200,230 0

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c.
Scavenging 
Remainder/composite organic 35 1,318 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c.
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 35 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 35 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 35 620 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

26 2449-Wood containers, n.e.c.
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 35 326,160 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 276 1,938 326,160 0 0

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 1600 2,400 Metal 1lbs/unit x

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 1600 36 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Recycling Other office paper 1600 24,000 Paper 1lbs/unit x

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1600 6,891 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1600 120,000 Paper 1lbs/unit x

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1600 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Material exchange Bulky items 1600 697 Special Waste 174.33lbs/unit LA Study

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 1600 450 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Material exchange Bulky items 1600 90 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Recycling Durable plastic items 1600 3,000 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Composting Leaves and grass 1600 116,670 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 1600 0 Metal 1lbs/unit x

27
8062-General Medical and 
Surgical Hospitals Material exchange Bulky items 1600 1,800 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 10,564 149,400 0 0 116,670

28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 18 3,585 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 18 70,393 Paper 900lbs/unit USEPA

28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 18 50,000 Organic 500lbs/unit USEPA

28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores Reuse Food 18 2,700 Organic 1lbs/unit x

28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores Recycling Newspaper 18 1,043 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.
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28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 18 78,214 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores 

Material exchange Manures 
(nonag use only) 18 62,300 Organic 41.2Ibs/unit FEECO 

28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores Recycling Food 18 8,200 Organic 410Ibs/unit USEPA 

28 
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 18 88 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 196,887 79,636 0 0 0 

29 8712-Architectural services 
Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 10 264,269 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

29 8712-Architectural services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 60 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

29 8712-Architectural services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 26 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 86 264,269 0 0 0 

30 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Durable plastic items 120 1,125 Plastic 15Ibs/unit UCLA /rs 

30 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Composting 
Remainder/composite organic 120 125,000 Organic 500Ibs/unit USEPA 

30 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 120 98,859 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

30 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Composting Prunings and 
trimmings 120 29,160 Organic 108Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 99,984 0 0 154,160 

31 
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning Recycling Durable plastic items 200 6 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

31 
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 200 1,032 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

31 
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning Recycling Office white ledger 200 7,821 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

31 
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning 

Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 200 3,129 Paper 31bs/unit UCLA /rs 

31 
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 200 220,043 Organic 84.4Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 223,171 8,860 0 0 0 

32 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 47 25,550 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

32 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 47 189,545 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

32 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 47 1,564 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

32 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 47 34 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 27,148 189,545 0 0 0 

33 

0291-General Farms, Primarily 
Livestock and Animal 
Specialties Reuse Film plastic 4 250 Plastic 4.8Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

33 

0291-General Farms, Primarily 
Livestock and Animal 
Specialties 

Recycling Manures (nonag use 
only) 4 0 Organic 1252Ibs/unit Tellus 

33 

0291-General Farms, Primarily 
Livestock and Animal 
Specialties

Farms, 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 4 211,179 Organic 15Ibs/unit FEECO 

33 
Livestock and Animal 
Specialties Recycling Newspaper 4 365 

0291-General Primarily 

Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 
SITE TOTAL 250 211,544 0 0 0 

34 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Food 20 3,520 Organic llbs/unit 
34 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 20 18,771 Organic llbs/unit 
34 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Food 20 480 Organic llbs/unit 

34 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

34 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 20 125,143 Paper llbs/unit 

34 5411-Grocery Stores 
Material exchange Misc. plastic 
containers 20 120 Plastic 0.42Ibs/unit USEPA 

34 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Bulky items 20 400 Special Waste llbs/unit 
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28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 18 78,214 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores

Material exchange Manures 
(nonag use only) 18 62,300 Organic 41.2lbs/unit FEECO

28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores Recycling Food 18 8,200 Organic 410lbs/unit USEPA

28
5441-Candy, Nut and 
Confectionery Stores

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 18 88 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 196,887 79,636 0 0 0

29 8712-Architectural services
Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 10 264,269 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

29 8712-Architectural services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

29 8712-Architectural services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 26 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 86 264,269 0 0 0

30 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Durable plastic items 120 1,125 Plastic 15lbs/unit UCLA /rs

30 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Composting 
Remainder/composite organic 120 125,000 Organic 500lbs/unit USEPA

30 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 120 98,859 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

30 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Composting Prunings and 
trimmings 120 29,160 Organic 108lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 99,984 0 0 154,160

31
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning Recycling Durable plastic items 200 6 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

31
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 200 1,032 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

31
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning Recycling Office white ledger 200 7,821 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

31
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning

Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 200 3,129 Paper 3lbs/unit UCLA /rs

31
7217-Carpet and upholstery 
cleaning

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 200 220,043 Organic 84.4lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 223,171 8,860 0 0 0

32
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 47 25,550 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

32
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 47 189,545 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

32
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 47 1,564 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

32
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 47 34 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 27,148 189,545 0 0 0

33

0291-General Farms, Primarily 
Livestock and Animal 
Specialties Reuse Film plastic 4 250 Plastic 4.8lbs/unit UCLA /sh

33

0291-General Farms, Primarily 
Livestock and Animal 
Specialties

Recycling Manures (nonag use 
only) 4 0 Organic 1252lbs/unit Tellus

33

0291-General Farms, Primarily 
Livestock and Animal 
Specialties

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 4 211,179 Organic 15lbs/unit FEECO

33

0291-General Farms, Primarily 
Livestock and Animal 
Specialties Recycling Newspaper 4 365 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

SITE TOTAL 250 211,544 0 0 0

34 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Food 20 3,520 Organic 1lbs/unit x
34 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 20 18,771 Organic 1lbs/unit x
34 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Food 20 480 Organic 1lbs/unit x

34 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

34 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 20 125,143 Paper 1lbs/unit x

34 5411-Grocery Stores
Material exchange Misc. plastic 
containers 20 120 Plastic 0.42lbs/unit USEPA

34 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Bulky items 20 400 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x
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34 5411-Grocery Stores 
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite organic 20 150 Organic llbs/unit 

34 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Food 20 4,171 Organic llbs/unit 

34 5411-G rocery Stores 
Material exchange Prunings and 
t rimmings 20 480 Organic llbs/unit 

34 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 20 37,413 Organic 4101bs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 9,922 181,327 0 0 0 

35 
5963-Direct selling 
establishments 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 91 135 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

35 
5963-Direct selling 
establishments 

Source reduction Office 
computer paper 91 360 Paper llbs/unit 

35 
5963-Direct selling 
establishments 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 91 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

35 
5963-Direct selling 
establishments 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 91 182,500 Paper llbs/unit 

35 
5963-Direct selling 
establishments 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 91 5,000 Metal llbs/unit 

35 
5963-Direct selling 
establishments 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 91 2,607 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 3,363 182,500 5,000 0 0 

36 5191-Farm supplies 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 10 1,043 Paper 41bs/unit USEPA 

36 5191-Farm supplies 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 10 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

36 5191-Farm supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 10 182,500 Organic llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 184,116 0 0 0 0 

37 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 115 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

37 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Composting Prunings and 
trimmings 11 100,000 Organic llbs/unit 

37 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 11 0 Metal llbs/unit 

37 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 11 3 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

37 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 11 78,214 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

37 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 11 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

37 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 53 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

37 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 11 948 Paper 363.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 78,330 1,062 0 0 100,000 

38 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 250 1,440 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

38 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 250 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

38 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite organic 250 50 Organic llbs/unit 

38 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 250 0 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

38 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 250 27,500 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

38 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 250 30,000 Plastic llbs/unit 

38 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 250 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

38 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 250 104,500 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 164,210 0 0 0 0 

39 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 35 91,250 Paper 1lbs/unit 

39 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 35 26,071 Organic llbs/unit 
39 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 35 44,673 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 70,745 91,250 0 0 0 

40 
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 9 652 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

40 
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 9 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 
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34 5411-Grocery Stores
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite organic 20 150 Organic 1lbs/unit x

34 5411-Grocery Stores Material exchange Food 20 4,171 Organic 1lbs/unit x

34 5411-Grocery Stores
Material exchange Prunings and 
trimmings 20 480 Organic 1lbs/unit x

34 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 20 37,413 Organic 410lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 9,922 181,327 0 0 0

35
5963-Direct selling 
establishments

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 91 135 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

35
5963-Direct selling 
establishments

Source reduction Office 
computer paper 91 360 Paper 1lbs/unit x

35
5963-Direct selling 
establishments

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 91 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

35
5963-Direct selling 
establishments

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 91 182,500 Paper 1lbs/unit x

35
5963-Direct selling 
establishments

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 91 5,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

35
5963-Direct selling 
establishments

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 91 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 3,363 182,500 5,000 0 0

36 5191-Farm supplies
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 10 1,043 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

36 5191-Farm supplies
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 10 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

36 5191-Farm supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 10 182,500 Organic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 184,116 0 0 0 0

37
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 115 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

37
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Composting Prunings and 
trimmings 11 100,000 Organic 1lbs/unit x

37
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 11 0 Metal 1lbs/unit x

37
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 11 3 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

37
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 11 78,214 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

37
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 11 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

37
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 53 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

37
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 11 948 Paper 363.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 78,330 1,062 0 0 100,000

38
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 250 1,440 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

38
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 250 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

38
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite organic 250 50 Organic 1lbs/unit x

38
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 250 0

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

38
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 250 27,500 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

38
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 250 30,000 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

38
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 250 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

38
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 250 104,500 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 164,210 0 0 0 0

39 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 35 91,250 Paper 1lbs/unit x

39 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 35 26,071 Organic 1lbs/unit x
39 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 35 44,673 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 70,745 91,250 0 0 0

40
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 9 652 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

40
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 9 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA
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40 
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites Reuse Prunings and trimmings 9 126,480 Organic 527Ibs/unk Tellus 

40 
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites Recycling Other office paper 9 13,211 Paper 363.51Ibs/unk 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

40 
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

40 
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 9 227 Metal 226.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

40 
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 9 6,257 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 133,419 13,441 227 0 0 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Prunings and trimmings 214 23,715 Organic 527Ibs/unk Tellus 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Branches and 
stumps 214 8,100 Organic 1080Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Tires 214 2,333 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Concrete 
new/expanded only 214 18,552 

Construction and 
Demolition 1855.18Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 214 0 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

Califomia Turf 
Grass Study 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 214 90 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 214 720 Metal 30Ibs/unit 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Other office paper 214 56,863 Paper 363.51Ibs/unk 
CIWMB Density 
Tables 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 214 23,502 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 214 2,682 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

41 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 214 86 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 34,325 83,047 720 18,552 0 

42 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers Recycling Lumber 7 132,000 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

42 
6531-Real Estate Agents and Source reduction Office white 

ledger 7 261 Paper  5lbs/unit USEPA 

42 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 276 132,000 0 0 0 

43 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 40 94,772 Paper 363.51Ibs/unk 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

43 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
40 25,550 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

43 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 40 1,304 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 26,854 94,772 0 0 0 

44 4213-Trucking, Except Local 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

44 4213-Trucking, Except Local Recycling Wood pallets 20 4,171 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

44 4213-Trucking, Except Local 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 20 108,720 Metal 906Ibs/unk USEPA 

44 4213-Trucking, Except Local Recycling Lumber 20 2,000 
Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 261 6,171 108,720 0 0 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 60 22,411 Organic 46.69Ibs/unit Tellus 

45 7992-Public golf courses Source reduction Food 60 782 Organic llbs/unit 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 60 16,894 Organic 108Ibs/unk USEPA 

45 7992-Public golf courses Source reduction Food 60 9,840 Organic 410Ibs/unk USEPA 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 60 20,000 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Other office 
paper 60 188 Paper 81bs/unit USEPA 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 2,400 Plastic llbs/unit 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 60 69 Plastic 0.33Ibs/unit USEPA 

45 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Ferrous tin/steel cans 60 1,004 Metal 0.77Ibs/unit USEPA 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

45 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Durable plastic items 60 198 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 1,301 Paper 16.64Ibs/unit Tellus 
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40
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites Reuse Prunings and trimmings 9 126,480 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

40
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites Recycling Other office paper 9 13,211 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

40
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

40
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 9 227 Metal 226.5lbs/unit USEPA

40
6515-Operators of Residential 
Mobile Home Sites

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 9 6,257 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 133,419 13,441 227 0 0

41 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Prunings and trimmings 214 23,715 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

41 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Branches and 
stumps 214 8,100 Organic 1080lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

41 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Tires 214 2,333 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

41 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Concrete 
new/expanded only 214 18,552

Construction and 
Demolition 1855.18lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

41 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 214 0 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

41 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 214 90 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

41 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 214 720 Metal 30lbs/unit x

41 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Other office paper 214 56,863 Paper 363.51lbs/unit
CIWMB Density 
Tables

41 7011-Hotels and Motels
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 214 23,502 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

41 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 214 2,682 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

41 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 214 86 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 34,325 83,047 720 18,552 0

42
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers Recycling Lumber 7 132,000

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

42
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

42
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 276 132,000 0 0 0

43
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 40 94,772 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

43
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 40 25,550 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

43
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 40 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 26,854 94,772 0 0 0

44 4213-Trucking, Except Local
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

44 4213-Trucking, Except Local Recycling Wood pallets 20 4,171 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

44 4213-Trucking, Except Local
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 20 108,720 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

44 4213-Trucking, Except Local Recycling Lumber 20 2,000
Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 261 6,171 108,720 0 0

45 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 60 22,411 Organic 46.69lbs/unit Tellus

45 7992-Public golf courses Source reduction Food 60 782 Organic 1lbs/unit x

45 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 60 16,894 Organic 108lbs/unit USEPA

45 7992-Public golf courses Source reduction Food 60 9,840 Organic 410lbs/unit USEPA

45 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 60 20,000 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

45 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Other office 
paper 60 188 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

45 7992-Public golf courses
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 2,400 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

45 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 60 69 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA

45 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Ferrous tin/steel cans 60 1,004 Metal 0.77lbs/unit USEPA

45 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

45 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Durable plastic items 60 198 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

45 7992-Public golf courses
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 1,301 Paper 16.64lbs/unit Tellus
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45 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Food 60 521 Organic llbs/unit 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 60 21,080 Organic 527Ibs/unit Tellus 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 60 200 Plastic llbs/unit 

45 7992-Public golf courses 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 11,751 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

45 7992-Public golf courses Recycling Tires 60 110 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 95,592 13,162 0 0 0 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 50 25 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 50 60 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 50 40 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. Reuse HOPE containers 50 40 Plastic 0.331bs/unit USEPA 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. Reuse Other office paper 50 417 Paper 81bs/unit USEPA 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 50 22,500 Metal llbs/unit 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 50 79,087 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 50 3,600 Paper 50Ibs/unit USEPA 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. Reuse Office white ledger 50 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

46 
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 50 1,200 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 842 83,887 22,500 0 0 

47 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 104,286 Paper llbs/unit 

47 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

47 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Film plastic 5 80 Plastic 0.771bs/unit USEPA corr. 
SITE TOTAL 341 104,286 0 0 0 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1000 6,518 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1000 900 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 1000 3,650 Paper 0.014Ibs/unit CIWMB 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents Recycling Other office paper 1000 28,432 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit 

CI1NMB Density 
Tables 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 1000 49,950 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1000 3,917 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents Recycling Other office paper 1000 3,622 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 1000 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

48 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1000 2,607 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 64,772 35,970 0 0 0 

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 1,200 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 2 1,318 Organic 329.53Ibs/unit Tellus 

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 475 Plastic 0.19Ibs/unit USEPA 

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 2 70,393 Metal 337.5Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 5,700 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 4,000 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 1,400 Plastic 0.7Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 6,000 Plastic llbs/unit 
SITE TOTAL 18,775 1,318 70,393 0 0 
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45 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Food 60 521 Organic 1lbs/unit x

45 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 60 21,080 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

45 7992-Public golf courses
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 60 200 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

45 7992-Public golf courses
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 11,751 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

45 7992-Public golf courses Recycling Tires 60 110 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 95,592 13,162 0 0 0

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 50 25 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 50 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 50 40 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. Reuse HDPE containers 50 40 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. Reuse Other office paper 50 417 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 50 22,500 Metal 1lbs/unit x

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 50 79,087 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 50 3,600 Paper 50lbs/unit USEPA

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. Reuse Office white ledger 50 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

46
3999-Manufacturing industries, 
n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 50 1,200 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 842 83,887 22,500 0 0

47 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 104,286 Paper 1lbs/unit x

47 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

47 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Film plastic 5 80 Plastic 0.77lbs/unit USEPA corr.
SITE TOTAL 341 104,286 0 0 0

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1000 6,518 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1000 900 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 1000 3,650 Paper 0.014lbs/unit CIWMB

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents Recycling Other office paper 1000 28,432 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 1000 49,950 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1000 3,917 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents Recycling Other office paper 1000 3,622 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 1000 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

48
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1000 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 64,772 35,970 0 0 0

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 1,200 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 2 1,318 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 475 Plastic 0.19lbs/unit USEPA

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 2 70,393 Metal 337.5lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 5,700 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 4,000 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 1,400 Plastic 0.7lbs/unit UCLA /sh

49 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 2 6,000 Plastic 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 18,775 1,318 70,393 0 0
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50 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 150 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 652 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 150 100 E-Waste 1lbs/unit 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 150 17,626 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 150 600 Special Waste llbs/unit 
50 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 150 160 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 
50 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Food 150 1,564 Organic 30Ibs/unit 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Other office paper 150 42,648 Paper 363.51Ibs/unk 
CIWMB Density 
Tables 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Food 150 1,564 Organic 30Ibs/unit 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Durable plastic items 150 198 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 
50 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 150 3,108 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

50 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 150 21,080 Organic 527Ibs/unk Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 26,571 63,542 0 0 0 

51 5943-Stationery &ores 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 29 12,500 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

51 5943-Stationery stores 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 
i ti 

29 1,635 Plastic 6.27Ibs/unit Tellus 

51 5943-Stationery stores cardboard 29 73,000 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 

 

Paper llbs/unit 
SITE TOTAL 14,135 73,000 0 0 0 

52 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 15 91 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

52 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 15 80,248 Organic 57Ibs/unit FEECO 
SITE TOTAL 91 80,248 0 0 0 

53 5331-Variety Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 18.75 73,000 Paper llbs/unit 

53 5331-Variety Stores 
Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 18.75 600 Paper llbs/unit 

53 5331-Variety Stores 
Reuse Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 18.75 0 Metal llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 600 73,000 0 0 0 

54 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 11 5,214 Organic llbs/unit 
54 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 11 5,214 Organic llbs/unit 

54 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 62,571 Paper llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 0 73,000 0 0 0 

55 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 95 0 43,488 Metal 906Ibs/unk USEPA 

55 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment Recycling Tires 95 12,000 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

55 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 95 652 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

55 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 95 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

55 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 95 7,834 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

55 
5084-Industrial machinery and 

eajii-mlr:Intustrial 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 95 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA  

55 
5) machinery and 
equipment Recycling Other office paper 95 3,975 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,293 23,809 0 43,488 0 0 

56 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Material exchange Bulky kerns 3 120 Special Waste llbs/unit 

56 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary 

Reuse Manures (nonag use 
only) 3 0 Organic 1252Ibs/unit Tellus 

56 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Reuse Durable plastic items 3 5 Plastic I lbs/unit 

56 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Composting Leaves and grass 3 65,179 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

SITE TOTAL 125 0 0 0 65,179 

57 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 10 65,232 Metal 906Ibs/unk USEPA 
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50 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 150 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

50 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 652 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

50 7011-Hotels and Motels
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 150 100 E-Waste 1lbs/unit x

50 7011-Hotels and Motels
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 150 17,626 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

50 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 150 600 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x
50 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 150 160 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA
50 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Food 150 1,564 Organic 30lbs/unit x

50 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

50 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Other office paper 150 42,648 Paper 363.51lbs/unit
CIWMB Density 
Tables

50 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Food 150 1,564 Organic 30lbs/unit x

50 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

50 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Durable plastic items 150 198 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA
50 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 150 3,108 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

50 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 150 21,080 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 26,571 63,542 0 0 0

51 5943-Stationery stores
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 29 12,500 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

51 5943-Stationery stores
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 29 1,635 Plastic 6.27lbs/unit Tellus

51 5943-Stationery stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 29 73,000 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 14,135 73,000 0 0 0

52 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 15 91 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

52 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 15 80,248 Organic 57lbs/unit FEECO
SITE TOTAL 91 80,248 0 0 0

53 5331-Variety Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 18.75 73,000 Paper 1lbs/unit x

53 5331-Variety Stores
Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 18.75 600 Paper 1lbs/unit x

53 5331-Variety Stores
Reuse Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 18.75 0 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 600 73,000 0 0 0

54 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 11 5,214 Organic 1lbs/unit x
54 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 11 5,214 Organic 1lbs/unit x

54 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 62,571 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 73,000 0 0 0

55
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 95 0         43,488 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

55
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment Recycling Tires 95 12,000 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

55
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 95 652 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

55
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 95 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

55
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 95 7,834 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

55
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 95 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

55
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment Recycling Other office paper 95 3,975 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,293 23,809 0        43,488 0 0

56
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Material exchange Bulky items 3 120 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

56
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary

Reuse Manures (nonag use 
only) 3 0 Organic 1252lbs/unit Tellus

56
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Reuse Durable plastic items 3 5 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

56
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Composting Leaves and grass 3 65,179 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

SITE TOTAL 125 0 0 0 65,179

57
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 10 65,232 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA
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57 
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 52 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 52 0 65232 0 0 

58 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Food 65 521 Organic llbs/unit 

58 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Office white ledger 65 56,863 Paper 363.51Ibs/unk Tellus 

58 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 65 7,834 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 0 64,697 0 0 521 

59 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 115 56,863 Paper 363.51Ibs/unk 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

59 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 115 5214 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

59 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 115 2,100 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

59 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Office white ledger 115 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

59 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 115 375 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 7,689 57,124 0 0 0 

60 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 24 45886 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

60 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 24 17,880 Organic 7.451bs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 0 63,766 0 0 0 

61 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 165 56,863 Paper 363.51Ibs/unk 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

61 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 165 2,607 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

61 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 165 2,625 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

61 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 165 1564 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 6,796 56,863 0 0 0 

62 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses Source reduction Lumber 10 1,200 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

62 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses Recycling Lumber 10 4,044 

Construction and 
Demolition 202.2Ibs/unit 

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average 

62 
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Material exchange Bulky items 10 1,750 Special Waste llbs/unit 

62 
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Material exchange Bulky items 10 2,607 Special Waste llbs/unit 

62 
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Recycling Newspaper 10 365 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

62 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses Source reduction Lumber 10 3,641 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

62 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses 

Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 10 50,000 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 9,198 4,409 0 50,000 0 

63 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 60 13,036 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

63 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Office white ledger 60 45491 Paper 363.51Ibs/unk Tellus 

63 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 1567 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

63 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 60 1,304 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 14,339 47,057 0 0 0 

64 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 57,357 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 57,357 0 0 0 

65 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 54,360 Metal 906Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 0 54,360 0 0 

66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic Reuse HDPE containers 11 2 Plastic 0.0625Ibs/unk USEPA 
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57
5084-Industrial machinery and 
equipment

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 52 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 52 0 65,232 0 0

58
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Food 65 521 Organic 1lbs/unit x

58
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Office white ledger 65 56,863 Paper 363.51lbs/unit Tellus

58
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 65 7,834 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 0 64,697 0 0 521

59
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 115 56,863 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

59
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 115 5,214 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

59
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 115 2,100 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

59
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Office white ledger 115 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

59
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 115 375 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 7,689 57,124 0 0 0

60 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 24 45,886 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

60 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 24 17,880 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 0 63,766 0 0 0

61
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 165 56,863 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

61
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 165 2,607 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

61
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 165 2,625 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

61
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 165 1,564 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 6,796 56,863 0 0 0

62
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Source reduction Lumber 10 1,200

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

62
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Recycling Lumber 10 4,044

Construction and 
Demolition 202.2lbs/unit

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average

62
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Material exchange Bulky items 10 1,750 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

62
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Material exchange Bulky items 10 2,607 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

62
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Recycling Newspaper 10 365 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

62
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Source reduction Lumber 10 3,641

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

62
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses

Recycling Concrete 
new/expanded only 10 50,000

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 9,198 4,409 0 50,000 0

63
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 60 13,036 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

63
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Office white ledger 60 45,491 Paper 363.51lbs/unit Tellus

63
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 1,567 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

63
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 60 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 14,339 47,057 0 0 0

64 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 57,357 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 57,357 0 0 0

65
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 54,360 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 0 54,360 0 0

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic Reuse HDPE containers 11 2 Plastic 0.0625lbs/unit USEPA
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66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic Recycling Other office paper 11 2,429 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 

66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 11 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 783 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 11 300 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic Recycling Office white ledger 11 45,491 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit Tellus 

66 
2752-Commercial printing, 
I 
2752-Commercial
horihic 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 11 0 —504 Metal llbs/unit 

66 
printing, 

lithographic Reuse HOPE containers 11 5 Plastic 0.0625Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 2,611 48,703 0 —504 0 0 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 8 3,420 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 8 120 Plastic llbs/unit 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 8 13,800 

Construction and 
Demolition 1380Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 8 228 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 8 2,250 Organic llbs/unit 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 8 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 8 14 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 8 16,308 Metal 906Ibs/unit USEPA 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 8 1,875 Organic llbs/unit 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction HOPE 
containers 8 1,800 Plastic llbs/unit 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 8 4,000 Organic llbs/unit 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 8 4,000 Organic llbs/unit 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 8 1,500 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

67 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 8 2,000 Organic llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 21,207 0 16,308 13,800 0 

68 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 40 2,086 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

68 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 40 25 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

68 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 40 48,480 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

SITE TOTAL 50,591 0 0 0 0 

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Film plastic 28 6,000 Plastic llbs/unit 

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Material exchange Bulky items 28 200 Special Waste llbs/unit 

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 28 13,036 Paper 50Ibs/unit USEPA 

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 28 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Film plastic 28 782 Plastic llbs/unit 

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Misc. plastic containers 28 46 Plastic llbs/unit 

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 28 27,280 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 34,829 13,036 0 0 0 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 107 27,180 Metal 906Ibs/unit USEPA 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 107 13,057 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 107 3,622 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 
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66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic Recycling Other office paper 11 2,429 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 11 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 783 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 11 300 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic Recycling Office white ledger 11 45,491 Paper 363.51lbs/unit Tellus

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 11 0           501 Metal 1lbs/unit x

66
2752-Commercial printing, 
lithographic Reuse HDPE containers 11 5 Plastic 0.0625lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,611 48,703 0          501 0 0

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 8 3,420 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 8 120 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Asphalt paving 
new/expanded only 8 13,800

Construction and 
Demolition 1380lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 8 228 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 8 2,250 Organic 1lbs/unit x

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 8 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96lbs/unit Tellus

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 8 14 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 8 16,308 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 8 1,875 Organic 1lbs/unit x

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction HDPE 
containers 8 1,800 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 8 4,000 Organic 1lbs/unit x

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 8 4,000 Organic 1lbs/unit x

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 8 1,500 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

67
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 8 2,000 Organic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 21,207 0 16,308 13,800 0

68
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 40 2,086 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

68
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 40 25 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

68
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 40 48,480 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

SITE TOTAL 50,591 0 0 0 0

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Film plastic 28 6,000 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Material exchange Bulky items 28 200 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 28 13,036 Paper 50lbs/unit USEPA

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 28 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Film plastic 28 782 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Misc. plastic containers 28 46 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

69 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 28 27,280 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 34,829 13,036 0 0 0

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 107 27,180 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 107 13,057 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 107 3,622 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA
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70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 107 326 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Tires 107 150 Special Waste 75Ibs/unit USEPA 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 107 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 107 666 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Tires 107 1,800 Special Waste 75Ibs/unit USEPA 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 107 120 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

70 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
metal new/expanded only 107 100 Metal llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 3,173 16,828 27,280 0 0 

71 
8641-Civic, Sodal and Fraternal 
Associations 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 111 31,250 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

71 
8641-Civic, Sodal and Fraternal 
Associations Reuse Durable plastic items 111 99 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

71 
8641-Civic, Sodal and Fraternal 
Associations Source reduction Food 111 1,564 Organic 30Ibs/unit 

71 
8641-Civic, Sodal and Fraternal 
Associations 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 111 960 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

71 
8641-Civic, Sodal and Fraternal 
Associations 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 111 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

71 
8641-Civic, Sodal and Fraternal 
Associations Recycling Wood pallets 111 800 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

71 
8641-Civic, Sodal and Fraternal 
Associations 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 111 7,834 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

71 
8641-Civic, Sodal and Fraternal 
Associations 

Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 111 4,320 Organic 108Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 38,253 8,634 0 0 0 

72 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 459 Paper 2.21b5/unit USEPA 

72 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 7 41000 Organic llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 459 45,000 0 0 0 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Film plastic 30 228 Plastic 75.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Source reduction Lumber 30 202 
Construction and 
Demolition 202.2Ibs/unit 

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite organic 30 175 Organic llbs/unit 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 600 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 30 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 78Ibs/unit FEECO 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 30 5,214 Plastic llbs/unit 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 30 1,368 Plastic 0.19Ibs/unit USEPA 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 30 20,857 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 13,057 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 30 576 Plastic llbs/unit 

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 45 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 29,266 13,057 0 0 0 

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 203 1,918 Special Waste 174.33Ibs/unk LA Study 
74 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Food 203 11,957 Organic 30Ibs/unit 

74 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 203 23,502 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 203 59 Organic 2.7Ibs/unk LA Study 
74 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 203 384 Special Waste llbs/unit 

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 203 313 Special Waste 17.4Ibs/unit LA Study 

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 203 2,025 Special Waste 184.08Ibs/unk LA Study 
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70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 107 326 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Tires 107 150 Special Waste 75lbs/unit USEPA

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 107 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 107 666 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Tires 107 1,800 Special Waste 75lbs/unit USEPA

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 107 120 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

70
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Remainder/composite 
metal new/expanded only 107 100 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 3,173 16,828 27,280 0 0

71
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 111 31,250 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

71
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations Reuse Durable plastic items 111 99 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

71
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations Source reduction Food 111 1,564 Organic 30lbs/unit x

71
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 111 960 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

71
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 111 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

71
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations Recycling Wood pallets 111 800 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

71
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 111 7,834 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

71
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 111 4,320 Organic 108lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 38,253 8,634 0 0 0

72
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

72
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 7 45,000 Organic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 459 45,000 0 0 0

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Film plastic 30 228 Plastic 75.96lbs/unit Tellus

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Source reduction Lumber 30 202
Construction and 
Demolition 202.2lbs/unit

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite organic 30 175 Organic 1lbs/unit x

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 30 0

Construction and 
Demolition 78lbs/unit FEECO

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 30 5,214 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 30 1,368 Plastic 0.19lbs/unit USEPA

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 30 20,857 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 13,057 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 30 576 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

73 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 45 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 29,266 13,057 0 0 0

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 203 1,918 Special Waste 174.33lbs/unit LA Study
74 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Food 203 11,957 Organic 30lbs/unit x

74 7011-Hotels and Motels
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 203 23,502 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 203 59 Organic 2.7lbs/unit LA Study
74 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 203 384 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 203 313 Special Waste 17.4lbs/unit LA Study

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 203 2,025 Special Waste 184.08lbs/unit LA Study
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74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 203 1,230 Special Waste 68.33Ibs/unit LA Study 
74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 203 98 Organic 4.45Ibs/unit LA Study 

74 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 203 78 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Composting Leaves and grass 203 0 Organic 250Ibs/unk 
California Turf 
Grass Study 

SITE TOTAL 17,678 23,886 0 0 0 

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Durable plastic items 115 18,000 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 115 15,643 Paper 50Ibs/unit USEPA 

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Wood pallets 115 80 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 115 7,304 Organic 46.69Ibs/unit Tellus 

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 115 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 115 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 7,593 33,723 0 0 0 

76 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Food 40 559 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

76 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Office white ledger 40 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

76 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 40 430 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

76 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 40 45 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

76 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 40 39,107 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

76 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 40 391 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 40,234 559 0 0 0 

77 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 375 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

77 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 60 28,431 Paper 363.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

77 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

rding Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 11,751 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 375 40,182 0 0 0 

78 
1742-Plastering, drywall, and 
insulation 

Recycling Gypsum board 
new/expanded only 30 41000 0 0 40,000 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

78 
1742-Plastering, drywall, and 
insulation 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 220 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 40,220 -220 0 0 40,000 0 

79 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 15,668 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

79 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Newspaper 11 23,239 Paper 322.77Ibs/unk 
CM/MB Density 
Tables 

SITE TOTAL 0 38,907 0 0 0 

80 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 13.5 34,414 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

80 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Ferrous 
tin/steel cans 13.5 4,015 Metal 0.77Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 4,015 34,414 0 0 0 

81 
4131-Intercity and Rural Bus 
Transportation Recycling Tires 35 18,000 Special Waste 75Ibs/unit USEPA 

81 
4131-Intercity and Rural Bus 
Transportation Composting Leaves and grass 35 14,520 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

81 
4131-Intercity and Rural Bus 
Transportation 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 35 1,359 Metal 906Ibs/unk USEPA 

81 
4131-Intercity and Rural Bus 
Transportation Reuse Tires 35 3,750 Special Waste 75Ibs/unit USEPA 

81 
4131-Intercity and Rural Bus 
Transportation 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 35 115 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 3,865 18,000 1,359 0 14,520 

82 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 13 29,377 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

82 

County of San Diego 

5812-Eating places 

Unincorporated Areas 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 13 5,857 

Section 9B - All Non -Residential Audits 
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74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Bulky items 203 1,230 Special Waste 68.33lbs/unit LA Study
74 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 203 98 Organic 4.45lbs/unit LA Study

74 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 203 78 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

74 7011-Hotels and Motels Composting Leaves and grass 203 0 Organic 250lbs/unit
California Turf 
Grass Study

SITE TOTAL 17,678 23,886 0 0 0

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Durable plastic items 115 18,000 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 115 15,643 Paper 50lbs/unit USEPA

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Wood pallets 115 80 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 115 7,304 Organic 46.69lbs/unit Tellus

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 115 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

75 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 115 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 7,593 33,723 0 0 0

76
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Food 40 559 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

76
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Office white ledger 40 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

76
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 40 430 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

76
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 40 45 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

76
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 40 39,107 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

76
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 40 391 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 40,234 559 0 0 0

77
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 375 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

77
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 60 28,431 Paper 363.5lbs/unit USEPA

77
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 11,751 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 375 40,182 0 0 0

78
1742-Plastering, drywall, and 
insulation

Recycling Gypsum board 
new/expanded only 30 40,000        0 0         40,000

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

78
1742-Plastering, drywall, and 
insulation

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 220 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 40,220     220 0 0         40,000 0

79 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 15,668 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

79 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Newspaper 11 23,239 Paper 322.77lbs/unit
CIWMB Density 
Tables

SITE TOTAL 0 38,907 0 0 0

80 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 13.5 34,414 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

80 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Ferrous 
tin/steel cans 13.5 4,015 Metal 0.77lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 4,015 34,414 0 0 0

81
4131-Intercity and Rural Bus 
Transportation Recycling Tires 35 18,000 Special Waste 75lbs/unit USEPA

81
4131-Intercity and Rural Bus 
Transportation Composting Leaves and grass 35 14,520 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

81
4131-Intercity and Rural Bus 
Transportation

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 35 1,359 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

81
4131-Intercity and Rural Bus 
Transportation Reuse Tires 35 3,750 Special Waste 75lbs/unit USEPA

81
4131-Intercity and Rural Bus 
Transportation

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 35 115 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 3,865 18,000 1,359 0 14,520

82 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 13 29,377 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

82 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 13 5,857 Paper 16.64lbs/unit Tellus
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SITE TOTAL 0 35,234 0 0 0 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 1,955 Plastic llbs/unit 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Durable plastic items 160 50 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 125 Plastic 0.19Ibs/unit USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 160 150 Plastic 2.51bs/unit USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 60 Plastic 1.2Ibsiunit UCLA /sh 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Food 160 1,564 Organic 30Ibs/unit 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 160 2,000 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

Califomia Turf 
Grass Study 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 86 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 160 156 Organic 4.45Ibs/unit LA Study 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Wood pallets 160 80 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 44 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 160 3,295 Organic 329.531bs/unk Tellus 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 160 227 Organic 2.27Ibs/unit LA Study 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 160 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 160 330 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Office white ledger 160 2,000 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Office white ledger 160 2,100 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 160 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 160 3,487 Special Waste 174.331bs/unk LA Study 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 160 160 Special Waste llbs/unit 

83 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 10 Plastic llbsiunit 

7.451bsiunit 
x 
USEPA 83 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 160 15,539 Organic 

SITE TOTAL 14,221 19,719 0 0 0 

84 
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 35 28,432 Paper 363.51Ibs/unk 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

84 
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 35 521 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

84 
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 35 137 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

84 
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 35 3,917 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

84 
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. 

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily metal 35 200 E-Waste libs/unit 

84 
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. Source reduction E-Waste other 35 200 E-Waste 1lbs/unit 

84 
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 35 3 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,058 32,351 0 0 0 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Durable plastic items 300 900 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 300 270 Organic 20Ibs/unit FEECO 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Leaves and grass 300 21,900 Organic 2801bsiunit UCLA /et 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 300 600 Paper 51bsiunit USEPA 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Office white ledger 300 30 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse HDPE containers 300 5,940 Plastic libs/unit 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Durable plastic items 300 2,340 Plastic libs/unit 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Recycling Other office paper 300 720 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

85 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 300 631 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 31,980 1,351 0 0 0 

86 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 100 250 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

Califomia Turf 
Grass Study 

86 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 100 120 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

86 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 100 68 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 
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SITE TOTAL 0 35,234 0 0 0

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 1,955 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Durable plastic items 160 50 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 125 Plastic 0.19lbs/unit USEPA

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 160 150 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 60 Plastic 1.2lbs/unit UCLA /sh

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Food 160 1,564 Organic 30lbs/unit x

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 160 2,000 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 86 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 160 156 Organic 4.45lbs/unit LA Study
83 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Wood pallets 160 80 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 44 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 160 3,295 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 160 227 Organic 2.27lbs/unit LA Study

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 160 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 160 330 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Office white ledger 160 2,000 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
83 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Office white ledger 160 2,100 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 160 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 160 3,487 Special Waste 174.33lbs/unit LA Study
83 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Bulky items 160 160 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

83 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 160 10 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

83 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 160 15,539 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 14,221 19,719 0 0 0

84
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 35 28,432 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

84
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c.

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 35 521 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

84
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c.

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 35 137 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

84
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c.

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 35 3,917 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

84
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c.

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily metal 35 200 E-Waste 1lbs/unit x

84
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c. Source reduction E-Waste other 35 200 E-Waste 1lbs/unit x

84
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c.

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 35 3 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,058 32,351 0 0 0

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Durable plastic items 300 900 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 300 270 Organic 20lbs/unit FEECO

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Leaves and grass 300 21,900 Organic 280lbs/unit UCLA /et

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 300 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Office white ledger 300 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse HDPE containers 300 5,940 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Durable plastic items 300 2,340 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Recycling Other office paper 300 720 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

85
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 300 631 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 31,980 1,351 0 0 0

86
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 100 250 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

86
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 100 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

86
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 100 68 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA
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86 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 100 3,917 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

CWMB Density 
Tables 86 

8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 100 28,432 Paper 363.51Ibs/unk 

SITE TOTAL 438 32,349 0 0 0 

87 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 59 1,955 Metal 150Ibs/unk USEPA 

87 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Newspaper 59 4,563 Paper llbs/unit 

87 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers 59 209 Plastic 32Ibs/unit USEPA 

87 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 59 8,356 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

87 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 59 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

87 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 59 15,163 Paper 363.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

87 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 

re 
59 Z369 Paper 363.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

87 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 59 2 Plastic llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 4,594 28,053 0 0 0 

88 9711-National Security 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 300 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

88 9711-National Security 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 300 4,570 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

88 9711-National Security 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 300 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

88 9711-National Security 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 300 360 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

88 9711-National Security Recycling Other office paper 300 26,499 Paper 42.351bs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 1,340 31,069 0 0 0 

89 
5013-Motor vehicle supplies and 
new parts Recycling Wood pallets 12 480 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

89 
5013-Motor vehicle supplies and 
new parts 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 12 31,336 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

89 
5013-Motor vehicle supplies and 
new parts 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 31,816 0 0 0 

90 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 16 20,891 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

90 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 16 8,940 Organic 7.451bs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 0 29,831 0 0 0 

91 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 90 8,940 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

91 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 90 20,891 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 0 29,831 0 0 0 

92 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 50 652 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

92 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 50 100 Metal llbs/unit 

92 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 50 1,000 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

92 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Office white ledger 50 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

92 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 50 150 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

92 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 50 23 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

92 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Prunings and trimmings 50 26,350 Organic 527Ibs/unk Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 28,696 0 100 0 0 

93 
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 5,736 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

93 
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 10 1,977 Organic 329.53Ibs/unk Tellus 

93 
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment Reuse Film plastic 10 14,053 Plastic 0.77Ibs/unit USEPA corr. 

93 
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 10 453 Metal 906A31bs/unk Tellus 

93 
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 5,214 Paper 41bs/unit USEPA 
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86
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 100 3,917 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

86
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 100 28,432 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

SITE TOTAL 438 32,349 0 0 0

87
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 59 1,955 Metal 150lbs/unit USEPA

87
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Newspaper 59 4,563 Paper 1lbs/unit x

87
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers 59 209 Plastic 32lbs/unit USEPA

87
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 59 8,356 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

87
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 59 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

87
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 59 15,163 Paper 363.5lbs/unit USEPA

87
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 59 2,369 Paper 363.5lbs/unit USEPA

87
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 59 2 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 4,594 28,053 0 0 0

88 9711-National Security
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 300 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

88 9711-National Security
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 300 4,570 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

88 9711-National Security
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 300 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

88 9711-National Security
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 300 360 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

88 9711-National Security Recycling Other office paper 300 26,499 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 1,340 31,069 0 0 0

89
5013-Motor vehicle supplies and 
new parts Recycling Wood pallets 12 480 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

89
5013-Motor vehicle supplies and 
new parts

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 12 31,336 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

89
5013-Motor vehicle supplies and 
new parts

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 31,816 0 0 0

90 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 16 20,891 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

90 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 16 8,940 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 0 29,831 0 0 0

91 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 90 8,940 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

91 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 90 20,891 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 0 29,831 0 0 0

92
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 50 652 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

92
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 50 100 Metal 1lbs/unit x

92
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 50 1,000 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

92
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Office white ledger 50 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

92
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 50 150 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

92
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Durable plastic items 50 23 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

92
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse Prunings and trimmings 50 26,350 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 28,696 0 100 0 0

93
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 5,736 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

93
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 10 1,977 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

93
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment Reuse Film plastic 10 14,053 Plastic 0.77lbs/unit USEPA corr.

93
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 10 453 Metal 906.43lbs/unit Tellus

93
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 5,214 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA
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93 
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment Reuse Newspaper 10 626 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

SITE TOTAL 27,605 0 453 0 0 

94 
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 13,057 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

94 
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

94 
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded o9ly 7 12,000 Metal llbs/unit 

94 
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops 

Recycling Remainderlcomposite 
plastic 7 2,400 Plastic llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 261 15,457 12,000 0 0 

95 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 2,640 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

95 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 15 372 Plastic 0.19Ibs/unit USEPA 

95 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 15 24,000 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 
SITE TOTAL 27,012 0 0 0 0 

96 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 36 2,611 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

96 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 36 3,911 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

96 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 36 3,000 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

96 
5734-Computer and software 
stores Recycling Office white ledger 36 7,821 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

96 
5734-Computer and software 
stores Recycling Wood pallets 36 7,200 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

96 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 36 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

96 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 36 240 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

96 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 36 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 8,898 17,633 0 0 0 

97 
5719-Misc. homefumishings 
stores Recycling Office white ledger 5 11,373 Paper 363.51Ibs/unk 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

97 
5719-Misc. homefumishings 
stores 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 469 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA 

97 
5719-Misc. homefumishings 
stores 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 14,101 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

97 
5719-Misc. homefumishings 
stores 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 8 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 477 25,474 0 0 0 

98 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 24,000 Metal l lbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 0 0 24,000 0 0 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 150 3,176 Paper 529.29Ibs/unk Tellus 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 162 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unk USEPA 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Remainderlcomposite 
plastic 150 75 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 37 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unk USEPA 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 150 200 Paper 81bs/unit USEPA 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 150 6,543 Paper 363.51Ibs/unk 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 150 3,050 Metal libs/unit 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily plastic 150 2,775 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 150 1,000 

Construction and 
Demolition 119Ibs/unk FEECO 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 150 2,188 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 150 2,704 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

99 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 150 600 Metal libs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 5,161 12,698 3,650 1,000 0 

County of San Diego Unincorporated Areas Section 9B - All Non-Residential Audits Page 

Board Meeting
June 14-15, 2005

Agenda Item 23
Attachment 2b

93
3523-Farm machinery and 
equipment Reuse Newspaper 10 626 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

SITE TOTAL 27,605 0 453 0 0

94
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 13,057 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

94
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

94
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 7 12,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

94
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 7 2,400 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 261 15,457 12,000 0 0

95 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 2,640 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

95 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 15 372 Plastic 0.19lbs/unit USEPA

95 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 15 24,000 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh
SITE TOTAL 27,012 0 0 0 0

96
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 36 2,611 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

96
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 36 3,911 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

96
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 36 3,000 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

96
5734-Computer and software 
stores Recycling Office white ledger 36 7,821 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

96
5734-Computer and software 
stores Recycling Wood pallets 36 7,200 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

96
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 36 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

96
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 36 240 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

96
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 36 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 8,898 17,633 0 0 0

97
5719-Misc. homefurnishings 
stores Recycling Office white ledger 5 11,373 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

97
5719-Misc. homefurnishings 
stores

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 469 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA

97
5719-Misc. homefurnishings 
stores

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 14,101 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

97
5719-Misc. homefurnishings 
stores

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 8 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 477 25,474 0 0 0

98
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 24,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 0 24,000 0 0

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 150 3,176 Paper 529.29lbs/unit Tellus

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 162 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 150 75 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 150 37 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 150 200 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 150 6,543 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 150 3,050 Metal 1lbs/unit x

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily plastic 150 2,775 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 150 1,000

Construction and 
Demolition 119lbs/unit FEECO

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 150 2,188 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 150 2,704 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

99
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 150 600 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 5,161 12,698 3,650 1,000 0
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100 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Office white ledger 70 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

100 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 70 0 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

100 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 70 120 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

100 7992-Public golf courses Source reduction Textiles 70 30 Organic 30Ibs/unit LA Co 11.98 

100 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Prunings and trimmings 70 21,080 Organic 527Ibs/unit Tellus 

100 7992-Public golf courses 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 70 391 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

100 7992-Public golf courses 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 70 150 Metal llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 21,882 0 150 0 0 

101 
7549-Automotive services, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 2 20,000 Metal llbs/unit 

101 
7549-Automotive services, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 2 2,000 Metal llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 0 0 22,000 0 0 

102 
5087-Service establishment 
equipment Recycling Wood pallets 4 7%00 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

102 
5087-Service establishment 
equipment 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 4 2,000 Metal llbs/unit 

102 
5087-Service establishment 

ermeervntice 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 

reduction Office white 
4 11,471 Paper 2.2Ib5/unit USEPA  

102 
5 -S establishment 
equipment ledger 4 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 11,732 7%00 2,000 0 0 

103 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 13 20,857 Paper llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 0 20,857 0 0 0 

104 5812-Eating places Source reduction Newspaper 21 1,278 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 
104 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 21 91 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 
104 5812-Eating places Source reduction Food 21 19,140 Organic 1595Ibs/unit UCLA /et 

104 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 21 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 20,539 0 0 0 0 

105 
4225-General warehousing and 
storage 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 4 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

105 
4225-General warehousing and 
storage Source reduction Bulky items 3 2,000 Special Waste llbs/unit 

105 
4225-General warehousing and 
storage Material exchange Bulky items 3 18,000 Special Waste llbs/unit 

105 
4225-General warehousing and 
storage 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 200 Paper 400Ibs/unit US EPA 

SITE TOTAL 20,204 0 0 0 0 

106 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 7,456 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

106 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 10 10,683 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

106 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 5 18,139 0 0 0 

107 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 6,267 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

107 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 3 9,840 Organic 410Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 0 16,107 0 0 0 

108 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 417 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

108 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 991 Plastic 0.19Ibs/unit USEPA 

108 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 521 Plastic llbs/unit 

108 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 4,954 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

108 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 5,214 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

108 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Film plastic 18 23 Plastic 22.55Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

108 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 3,129 Plastic 1.2Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 
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100 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Office white ledger 70 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

100 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 70 0 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

100 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 70 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

100 7992-Public golf courses Source reduction Textiles 70 30 Organic 30lbs/unit LA Co 11.98

100 7992-Public golf courses Reuse Prunings and trimmings 70 21,080 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

100 7992-Public golf courses
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 70 391 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

100 7992-Public golf courses

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 70 150 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 21,882 0 150 0 0

101
7549-Automotive services, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 2 20,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

101
7549-Automotive services, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 2 2,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 0 22,000 0 0

102
5087-Service establishment 
equipment Recycling Wood pallets 4 7,200 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

102
5087-Service establishment 
equipment

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 4 2,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

102
5087-Service establishment 
equipment

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 11,471 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

102
5087-Service establishment 
equipment

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 11,732 7,200 2,000 0 0

103
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 13 20,857 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 20,857 0 0 0

104 5812-Eating places Source reduction Newspaper 21 1,278 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.
104 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 21 91 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA
104 5812-Eating places Source reduction Food 21 19,140 Organic 1595lbs/unit UCLA /et

104 5812-Eating places
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 21 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 20,539 0 0 0 0

105
4225-General warehousing and 
storage

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 4 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

105
4225-General warehousing and 
storage Source reduction Bulky items 3 2,000 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

105
4225-General warehousing and 
storage Material exchange Bulky items 3 18,000 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

105
4225-General warehousing and 
storage

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 200 Paper 400lbs/unit US EPA

SITE TOTAL 20,204 0 0 0 0

106 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 7,456 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

106 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 10 10,683 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

106 5812-Eating places
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 5 18,139 0 0 0

107 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 6,267 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

107 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food 3 9,840 Organic 410lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 0 16,107 0 0 0

108
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 417 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

108
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 991 Plastic 0.19lbs/unit USEPA

108
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 521 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

108
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 4,954 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

108
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 5,214 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

108
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Film plastic 18 23 Plastic 22.55lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

108
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 3,129 Plastic 1.2lbs/unit UCLA /sh
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108 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 782 Plastic llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 16,030 0 0 0 0 

109 
5113-Industrial & personal 
service paper 

Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 15 15,643 Paper llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 0 15,643 0 0 0 

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 30 0 7,248 Metal 9061bs/unit USEPA 

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal 
Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 30 365 Paper llbs/unit 

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal Recycling Wood pellets 30 1,600 Pallets 401bs/unit USEPA 

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 30 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal Composting Leaves and grass 30 5,963 Organic llbs/unit 

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal Reuse Durable plastic items 30 13 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal Reuse Other office paper 30 67 Paper 81bs/unit USEPA 

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal 
Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 30 365 Paper llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 825 1,600 0 7,249 0 5,963 

111 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning Reuse Durable plastic items 50 198 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

111 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning Scavenging Wood pallets 50 10,800 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

111 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 50 2,531 Metal 210.94Ibs/unk Teilus 

111 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 50 1,721 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

111 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 50 130 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

111 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 50 45 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

111 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning Reuse Office white ledger 50 39 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,133 10,800 2,531 0 0 

112 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 60 180 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

112 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 7,834 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

112 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 60 80 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

112 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 60 10 Organic 6.7123Ibs/unk 

112 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers 60 2,920 Plastic 32Ibs/unit USEPA 

112 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

112 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers 60 3,911 Plastic llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 330 14,665 0 0 0 

113 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 30 7,000 Metal llbs/unit 

113 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

113 
7359-Equipment rental & 

rental &
c.
e 

 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 2,868 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

113 

l;.,mil
e
,n
ni

e
e
.
mnt 

 

leasing, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 30 4,800 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 261 7,668 7,000 0 0 

114 
8721-Accounting Auditing and 
Bookkeeping Services Material exchange Food 9 6,844 Organic llbs/unit 

114 
8721-Accounting Auditing and 
Bookkeeping Services Recycling Office white ledger 9 7,500 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

114 
8721-Accounting Auditing and 
Bookkeeping Services 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 315 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

114 
8721-Accounting Auditing and 
Bookkeeping Services 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 115 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 6,958 7,815 0 0 0 
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108
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 18 782 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 16,030 0 0 0 0

109
5113-Industrial & personal 
service paper

Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 15 15,643 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 15,643 0 0 0

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 30 0            7,248 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal
Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 30 365 Paper 1lbs/unit x

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal Recycling Wood pallets 30 1,600 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 30 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal Composting Leaves and grass 30 5,963 Organic 1lbs/unit x

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal Reuse Durable plastic items 30 13 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal Reuse Other office paper 30 67 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

110 3441-Fabricated structural metal
Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 30 365 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 825 1,600 0           7,248 0 5,963

111
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning Reuse Durable plastic items 50 198 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

111
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning Scavenging Wood pallets 50 10,800 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

111
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 50 2,531 Metal 210.94lbs/unit Tellus

111
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 50 1,721 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

111
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 50 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

111
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 50 45 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

111
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning Reuse Office white ledger 50 39 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,133 10,800 2,531 0 0

112
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 60 180 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

112
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 60 7,834 Paper 50.08lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

112
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 60 80 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

112
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 60 10 Organic 6.7123lbs/unit x

112
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers 60 2,920 Plastic 32lbs/unit USEPA

112
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

112
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers 60 3,911 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 330 14,665 0 0 0

113
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 30 7,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

113
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

113
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 2,868 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

113
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 30 4,800 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 7,668 7,000 0 0

114
8721-Accounting Auditing and 
Bookkeeping Services Material exchange Food 9 6,844 Organic 1lbs/unit x

114
8721-Accounting Auditing and 
Bookkeeping Services Recycling Office white ledger 9 7,500 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

114
8721-Accounting Auditing and 
Bookkeeping Services

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 315 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

114
8721-Accounting Auditing and 
Bookkeeping Services

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 115 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 6,958 7,815 0 0 0
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115 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 53 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

115 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
53 1Z120 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

115 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 53 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 14,757 0 0 0 0 

116 
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 20 11,471 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

116 
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
eLequipment 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

116 
5063-Electricalapparatus and 
equipment Recycling Wood pallets 20 2,400 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 11,732 2,400 0 0 0 

117 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 7 12,120 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

117 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 25 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

117 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

117 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 13,907 0 0 0 0 

118 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 165 7,834 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

118 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Remainderlcomposite 

&laecystfing 
165 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

118 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 165 6,000 Metal llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 0 7,849 6,000 0 0 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 19 148 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unk USEPA 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 19 63 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 19 111 E-Waste 55.51bs/unit LA Study 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Other office paper 19 1,669 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 19 1,000 Paper llbs/unit 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 19 2,500 Organic libs/unit 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 19 2,086 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 19 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 19 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 19 5,214 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 19 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 19 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 19 0 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 
SITE TOTAL 13,639 0 0 0 0 

120 
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. Recycling Tires 4 3,600 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

120 
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 4 5,214 Metal libs/unit 

120 
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. Recycling Tires 4 4,800 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 8,400 5,214 0 0 

121 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 95 782 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

121 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 95 10,683 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 95 177 Organic 1.23Ibs/unit LA Study 

121 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 95 90 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

121 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 95 0 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

121 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 95 28 Organic 2.33Ibs/unit LA Study 
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115
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 53 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

115
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 53 12,120 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

115
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 53 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 14,757 0 0 0 0

116
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 20 11,471 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

116
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

116
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment Recycling Wood pallets 20 2,400 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 11,732 2,400 0 0 0

117
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 7 12,120 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

117
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 25 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

117
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

117
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 13,907 0 0 0 0

118
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 165 7,834 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

118
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 165 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

118
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 165 6,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 7,849 6,000 0 0

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 19 148 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 19 63 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 19 111 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Other office paper 19 1,669 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 19 1,000 Paper 1lbs/unit x

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 19 2,500 Organic 1lbs/unit x

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 19 2,086 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 19 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 19 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96lbs/unit Tellus

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 19 5,214 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 19 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 19 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

119 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 19 0 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh
SITE TOTAL 13,639 0 0 0 0

120
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. Recycling Tires 4 3,600 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

120
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 4 5,214 Metal 1lbs/unit x

120
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. Recycling Tires 4 4,800 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 8,400 5,214 0 0

121 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 95 782 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

121 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Food 95 10,683 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 95 177 Organic 1.23lbs/unit LA Study

121 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 95 90 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

121 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 95 0 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

121 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Textiles 95 28 Organic 2.33lbs/unit LA Study
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121 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 95 311 Organic 2.7Ibs/unk LA Study 
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 95 640 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 95 60 Organic 30Ibs/unit LA Co 11.98 
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Other 95 0 Other 1lbs/unit 
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Durable plastic items 95 495 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

121 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 95 108 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

121 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 95 75 Organic 2.271bs/unit LA Study 
SITE TOTAL 2,125 11,323 0 0 0 

122 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

122 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 12 13,057 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 261 13,057 0 0 0 

123 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 252 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

123 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 8 12,514 Paper 41bs/unit USEPA 

123 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 8 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

123 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 8 60 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

123 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 8 261 Metal llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 12,832 0 261 0 0 

124 5541-Gasoline Service Stations 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 10,445 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

124 5541-Gasoline Service Stations Recycling Wood pallets 15 1,920 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 0 12,365 0 0 0 

125 8711-Engineering services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 4 50 Organic llbs/unit 

125 8711-Engineering services Recycling Tires 4 8,520 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

125 8711-Engineering services 
Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 4 3,600 Metal llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 50 8520 3,600 0 0 

126 
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c. 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

126 
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c. 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 10,560 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

126 
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper 8 60 Paper llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 1,147 10,620 0 0 0 

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Office white ledger 25 31 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unk USEPA 

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 25 18 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Source reduction Film plastic 25 165 Plastic llbs/unit 

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 25 11,471 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 25 62 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 11,746 0 0 0 0 

128 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 13 Plastic llbs/unit 

128 5812-Eating places Recycling Office white ledger 6 379 Paper 363.51Ibs/unk Tellus 

128 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 10,959 Organic 280.22Ibs/unk 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

128 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

128 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 132 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

128 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 132 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 11,119 511 0 0 0 

129 5661-Shoe Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 11,471 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 
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121 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 95 311 Organic 2.7lbs/unit LA Study
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Tires 95 640 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Material exchange Textiles 95 60 Organic 30lbs/unit LA Co 11.98
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Source reduction Other 95 0 Other 1lbs/unit x
121 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Durable plastic items 95 495 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

121 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 95 108 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

121 7011-Hotels and Motels Reuse Textiles 95 75 Organic 2.27lbs/unit LA Study
SITE TOTAL 2,125 11,323 0 0 0

122
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

122
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 12 13,057 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 261 13,057 0 0 0

123
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 252 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

123
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 8 12,514 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

123
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 8 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

123
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 8 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

123
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 8 261 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 12,832 0 261 0 0

124 5541-Gasoline Service Stations
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 10,445 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

124 5541-Gasoline Service Stations Recycling Wood pallets 15 1,920 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 0 12,365 0 0 0

125 8711-Engineering services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 4 50 Organic 1lbs/unit x

125 8711-Engineering services Recycling Tires 4 8,520 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

125 8711-Engineering services
Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 4 3,600 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 50 8,520 3,600 0 0

126
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

126
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c.

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 10,560 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

126
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper 8 60 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 1,147 10,620 0 0 0

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Office white ledger 25 31 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 25 18 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Source reduction Film plastic 25 165 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 25 11,471 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

127 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 25 62 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 11,746 0 0 0 0

128 5812-Eating places
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 13 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

128 5812-Eating places Recycling Office white ledger 6 379 Paper 363.51lbs/unit Tellus

128 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 10,959 Organic 280.22lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

128 5812-Eating places
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

128 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 132 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

128 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 132 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 11,119 511 0 0 0

129 5661-Shoe Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 11,471 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA
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129 5661-Shoe Stores 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 130 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 130 11,471 0 0 0 

130 
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Reuse Durable plastic items 2.5 4,693 Plastic 0.9Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

130 
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Reuse Durable plastic items 2.5 2,607 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

130 
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2.5 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

130 
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Composting Leaves and grass 2.5 500 Organic libs/unit 

130 
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Reuse Durable plastic items 2.5 1,304 Plastic libs/unit 

130 
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Recycling Other office paper 2.5 1,200 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 9,751 1,200 0 0 500 

131 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 287 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

131 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Recycling Tires 4 240 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

131 
7538-General automotive repair 

s71.5gs-General 
Reuse Office white ledger 4 20 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

131 
automotive repair 

shops 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 4 10,872 Metal 226.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 307 240 10,872 0 0 

132 5812-Eating places 
Reuse Clear glass bottles and 
containers 6 22 Glass 1.08Ibs/unit USEPA 

132 5812-Eating places Source reduction Food 6 10,950 Organic libs/unit 

132 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Misc. plastic 
containers 6 110 Plastic 0.42Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 11,081 0 0 0 0 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 55.5 2,611 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Recycling Food 55.5 894 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 55.5 270 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Recycling Ferrous tiNsteel cans 55.5 92 Metal 0.77Ibs/unit USEPA 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Textiles 55.5 30 Organic 1.23Ibs/unit LA Study 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Durable plastic items 55.5 46 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Food 55.5 782 Organic 30Ibs/unit 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 55.5 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Durable plastic items 55.5 576 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Prunings and trimmings 55.5 5,270 Organic 527Ibs/unk Tellus 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Source reduction Food 55.5 360 Organic 30Ibs/unit 

133 
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 55.5 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 7,403 3,598 0 0 0 

134 5932-Used Merchandise Stores 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 9 75 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

134 5932-Used Merchandise Stores Source reduction Bulky items 9 10,429 Special Waste libs/unit 
SITE TOTAL 10,504 0 0 0 0 

135 5541-Gasoline Service Stations 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 10,445 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 0 10,445 0 0 0 

136 5331-Variety Stores 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 10,341 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 0 10,341 0 0 0 

137 5812-Eating places 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

137 5812-Eating places Source reduction Food 8 7,821 Organic 30Ibs/unit 
SITE TOTAL 10,116 0 0 0 0 
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129 5661-Shoe Stores
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 130 11,471 0 0 0

130
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Reuse Durable plastic items 2.5 4,693 Plastic 0.9lbs/unit UCLA /sh

130
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Reuse Durable plastic items 2.5 2,607 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

130
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2.5 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

130
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Composting Leaves and grass 2.5 500 Organic 1lbs/unit x

130
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Reuse Durable plastic items 2.5 1,304 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

130
5431-Fruit and Vegetable 
Markets Recycling Other office paper 2.5 1,200 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 9,751 1,200 0 0 500

131
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 287 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

131
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Recycling Tires 4 240 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

131
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Reuse Office white ledger 4 20 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

131
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 4 10,872 Metal 226.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 307 240 10,872 0 0

132 5812-Eating places
Reuse Clear glass bottles and 
containers 6 22 Glass 1.08lbs/unit USEPA

132 5812-Eating places Source reduction Food 6 10,950 Organic 1lbs/unit x

132 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Misc. plastic 
containers 6 110 Plastic 0.42lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 11,081 0 0 0 0

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 55.5 2,611 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Recycling Food 55.5 894 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 55.5 270 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 55.5 92 Metal 0.77lbs/unit USEPA

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Textiles 55.5 30 Organic 1.23lbs/unit LA Study

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Durable plastic items 55.5 46 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Food 55.5 782 Organic 30lbs/unit x

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 55.5 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Durable plastic items 55.5 576 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Reuse Prunings and trimmings 55.5 5,270 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs Source reduction Food 55.5 360 Organic 30lbs/unit x

133
7997-Membership sports & 
recreation clubs

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 55.5 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 7,403 3,598 0 0 0

134 5932-Used Merchandise Stores
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 9 75 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

134 5932-Used Merchandise Stores Source reduction Bulky items 9 10,429 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 10,504 0 0 0 0

135 5541-Gasoline Service Stations
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 10,445 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 0 10,445 0 0 0

136 5331-Variety Stores
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 10,341 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 0 10,341 0 0 0

137 5812-Eating places
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

137 5812-Eating places Source reduction Food 8 7,821 Organic 30lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 10,116 0 0 0 0
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138 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 120 300 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

138 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse PETE containers 120 245 Plastic 0.0938Ibs/unk USEPA corr. 

138 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 120 8,400 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

138 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 120 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

138 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 120 720 Paper llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 9,925 0 0 0 0 

139 
2711-Newspapers: Publishing, 
or Publishing and Printing Recycling Newspaper 9 2,400 Paper 400Ibs/unk US EPA 

139 
2711-Newspapers: Publishing, 
or Publishing and Printing 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 9 60 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

139 
2711-Newspapers: Publishing, 
or Publishing and Printing Source reduction Newspaper 9 7,200 Paper 400Ibs/unk US EPA 

SITE TOTAL 7,260 2,400 0 0 0 

140 
1743-Terrazzo, tile, marble, 
mosaic work Recycling Wood pallets 8 4,800 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

140 
1743-Terrazzo, tile, marble, 
mosaic work Recycling Lumber 8 4,800 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 0 9,600 0 0 0 

141 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 6 8,940 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 
141 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 6 396 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 396 8,940 0 0 0 

142 
3993-Signs and advertising 
specialities 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 3 4,800 Metal llbs/unit 

142 
3993-Signs and advertising 
specialities 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 3 4,500 Plastic llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 0 4,500 4,800 0 0 

143 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

143 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Reuse PETE containers 6 196 Plastic 0.0938Ibs/unk USEPA corr. 

143 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Recycling Other office paper 6 948 Paper 363.51Ibs/unk 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

143 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary 

Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 6 8 Paper llbs/unit 

143 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 

0E7x5crInViemtealrisnapreyciaity Services, 
t cans

d 
 

co
steel 

RecyclingRec"lig  Uncoated
Ferrous 6 402 Metal 0.77Ibs/unit USEPA 

143 Except Veterinary cardboard 6 7,703 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Teilus 
SITE TOTAL 233 9,053 0 0 0 

144 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 5 8,940 Organic 7.451bs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 0 8,940 0 0 0 

145 
5198-Paints, varnishes, and 
supplies 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

145 
5198-Paints, varnishes, and 
supplies 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 8,604 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 8,604 0 0 0 

146 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 25 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unk USEPA 

146 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 115 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

146 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 4 198 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

146 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Recycling Other office paper 4 1,325 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

146 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 4 7,000 Metal llbs/unit 

146 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 4 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 283 1,440 7,000 0 0 

147 5813-Drinking places Recycling Food 10 2,460 Organic 410Ibs/unk USEPA 
147 5813-Drinking places Reuse HDPE containers 10 34 Plastic 0.33Ibs/unit USEPA 
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138
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 120 300 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

138
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Reuse PETE containers 120 245 Plastic 0.0938lbs/unit USEPA corr.

138
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 120 8,400 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

138
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 120 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

138
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 120 720 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 9,925 0 0 0 0

139
2711-Newspapers: Publishing, 
or Publishing and Printing Recycling Newspaper 9 2,400 Paper 400lbs/unit US EPA

139
2711-Newspapers: Publishing, 
or Publishing and Printing

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 9 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

139
2711-Newspapers: Publishing, 
or Publishing and Printing Source reduction Newspaper 9 7,200 Paper 400lbs/unit US EPA

SITE TOTAL 7,260 2,400 0 0 0

140
1743-Terrazzo, tile, marble, 
mosaic work Recycling Wood pallets 8 4,800 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

140
1743-Terrazzo, tile, marble, 
mosaic work Recycling Lumber 8 4,800

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 9,600 0 0 0

141 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 6 8,940 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
141 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 6 396 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 396 8,940 0 0 0

142
3993-Signs and advertising 
specialities

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 3 4,800 Metal 1lbs/unit x

142
3993-Signs and advertising 
specialities

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 3 4,500 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 4,500 4,800 0 0

143
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

143
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Reuse PETE containers 6 196 Plastic 0.0938lbs/unit USEPA corr.

143
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Recycling Other office paper 6 948 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

143
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary

Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 6 8 Paper 1lbs/unit x

143
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 6 402 Metal 0.77lbs/unit USEPA

143
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 7,703 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 233 9,053 0 0 0

144 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 5 8,940 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 0 8,940 0 0 0

145
5198-Paints, varnishes, and 
supplies

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

145
5198-Paints, varnishes, and 
supplies

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 8,604 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 8,604 0 0 0

146
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 25 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

146
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 115 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

146
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 4 198 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

146
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Recycling Other office paper 4 1,325 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

146
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 4 7,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

146
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 4 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 283 1,440 7,000 0 0

147 5813-Drinking places Recycling Food 10 2,460 Organic 410lbs/unit USEPA
147 5813-Drinking places Reuse HDPE containers 10 34 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA

County of San Diego Unincorporated Areas Section 9B - All Non-Residential Audits Page 26 of 51

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight



Board Meeting 
June 14-15, 2005 

Agenda 
Attachment 

Item 23 
2b 

27 of 51 

147 5813-Drinking places 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 287 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA 

147 5813-Drinking places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 5,875 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 321 8,335 0 0 0 

148 
5912-Drug Stores and 
Proprietary Stores 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 4,589 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

148 
5912-Drug Stores and 
Proprietary Stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 8 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

148 
5912-Drug Stores and 
Proprietary Stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 3,441 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 3,963 4589 0 0 0 

149 
2759-Commercial printing, 
n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper 6 391 Paper libs/unit 

149 
2759-Commercial printing, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

149 
2759-Commercial printing, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 7,834 Paper 50.081bs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 130 8,225 0 0 0 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 195 1,147 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods 

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 195 2,220 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods Reuse Durable plastic items 195 240 Plastic 15Ibs/unit UCLA /rs 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods 

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 195 72 Plastic libs/unit 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods 

Source reduction HDPE 
containers 195 516 Plastic 0.33Ibs/unit USEPA 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods 

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily metal 195 224 E-Waste 20.33Ibs/unit LA Study 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 195 90 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 195 594 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

150 
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 

g0'0°01-8 
 
Wholesale trade-durable 

Reuse Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded 195 300 Metal 30Ib5/unit 

150 goods 
ex
ncleadngonelyE 

-Waste 
primarily metal 195 2,764 E-Waste 17.67Ibs/unit LA Study 

SITE TOTAL 7,868 0 300 0 0 

151 5812-Eating places 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 25 53 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

151 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 25 7,834 Paper 50.081bs/unit 

CRNMB Density 
Tables 

SITE TOTAL 53 7,834 0 0 0 

152 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 23 2,682 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

152 5812-Eating places 
Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 23 4,589 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 7,271 0 0 0 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Bulky items 38 263 Special Waste 52.67Ibs/unit LA Study 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 38 833 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction HDPE 
containers 38 34 Plastic 0.33Ibs/unit USEPA 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 38 3,911 Organic 25Ibs/unit USEPA 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Bulky items 38 296 Special Waste 29.64Ibs/unit LA Study 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Bulky items 38 410 Special Waste 82Ibs/unit BUG 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 38 287 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 38 782 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

153 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 38 450 E-Waste 30Ibs/unit BUG 

SITE TOTAL 7,266 0 0 0 0 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 7 106 Plastic 0.19Ibs/unit USEPA 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 7 380 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 
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147 5813-Drinking places
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 287 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

147 5813-Drinking places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 5,875 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 321 8,335 0 0 0

148
5912-Drug Stores and 
Proprietary Stores

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 4,589 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

148
5912-Drug Stores and 
Proprietary Stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 8 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

148
5912-Drug Stores and 
Proprietary Stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 3,441 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 3,963 4,589 0 0 0

149
2759-Commercial printing, 
n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper 6 391 Paper 1lbs/unit x

149
2759-Commercial printing, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

149
2759-Commercial printing, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 7,834 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 130 8,225 0 0 0

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 195 1,147 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 195 2,220 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods Reuse Durable plastic items 195 240 Plastic 15lbs/unit UCLA /rs

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 195 72 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Source reduction HDPE 
containers 195 516 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily metal 195 224 E-Waste 20.33lbs/unit LA Study

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 195 90 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 195 594 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Reuse Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 195 300 Metal 30lbs/unit x

150
5000-Wholesale trade-durable 
goods

Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily metal 195 2,764 E-Waste 17.67lbs/unit LA Study

SITE TOTAL 7,868 0 300 0 0

151 5812-Eating places
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 25 53 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

151 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 25 7,834 Paper 50.08lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

SITE TOTAL 53 7,834 0 0 0

152 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 23 2,682 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

152 5812-Eating places
Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 23 4,589 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 7,271 0 0 0

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Bulky items 38 263 Special Waste 52.67lbs/unit LA Study

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 38 833 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction HDPE 
containers 38 34 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 38 3,911 Organic 25lbs/unit USEPA

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Bulky items 38 296 Special Waste 29.64lbs/unit LA Study

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Source reduction Bulky items 38 410 Special Waste 82lbs/unit BUG

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 38 287 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 38 782 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

153
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 38 450 E-Waste 30lbs/unit BUG

SITE TOTAL 7,266 0 0 0 0

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 7 106 Plastic 0.19lbs/unit USEPA

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 7 380 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA
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154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 7 1,054 Organic 5271bs/unit Tellus 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 287 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 7 2,000 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 7 19 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Other office paper 7 221 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Other office paper 7 1,325 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Misc. plastic containers 7 210 Plastic 0.42Ibs/unit USEPA 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 7 509 Metal 150Ibs/unk USEPA 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 7 500 Plastic libs/unit 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Food 7 459 Organic 183.67Ibs/unk 

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse HDPE containers 7 60 Plastic libs/unit 
SITE TOTAL 4,616 2513 0 0 0 

155 5812-Eating places Source reduction Food 8 7,055 Organic 410Ibs/unk USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 7,055 0 0 0 0 

156 
5087-Service establishment 
equipment 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

156 
5087-Service establishment 
equipment 

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 5 1,825 Paper libs/unit 

156 
5087-Service establishment 
equipment Recycling Other office paper 5 209 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA 

156 
5087-Service establishment 
equipment 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 5 540 Organic libs/unit 

156 
5087-Service establishment 
equipment 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 4,302 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 570 6,335 0 0 0 

157 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1.5 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

157 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1.5 45 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

157 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers 

Recycling Remainderlcomposite 
organic 1.5 6,591 Organic 329.53Ibs/unk Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 45 6,820 0 0 0 

158 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 6.5 991 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

158 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6.5 5736 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 

159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. Reuse Ferrous tin/steel cans 19 23 Metal 0.77Ibs/unit USEPA 

159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 19 5000 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Food 19 261 Organic libs/unit 
159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. Reuse Food 19 782 Organic libs/unit 
159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Food 19 652 Organic 1 lbs/unit 
SITE TOTAL 6,718 0 0 0 0 

160 
7537-Automotive transmission 
repair shops 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 688 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

160 
7537-Automotive transmission 
repair shops 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 0 -6000 Metal llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 688 0 0 6000 0 0 

161 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Newspaper 12 391 Paper libs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

161 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 12 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

161 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 12 1564 Organic 30Ibs/unit 

161 5411-Grocery Stores 
Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 12 4,693 Paper 31bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1569 5084 0 0 0 

162 4953-Refuse Systems Recycling Tires 21 5,280 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

162 4953-Refuse Systems 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 21 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 
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154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 7 1,054 Organic 527lbs/unit Tellus

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 287 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 7 2,000 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 7 19 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Other office paper 7 221 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Other office paper 7 1,325 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Misc. plastic containers 7 210 Plastic 0.42lbs/unit USEPA

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 7 509 Metal 150lbs/unit USEPA

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 7 500 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Recycling Food 7 459 Organic 183.67lbs/unit x

154 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse HDPE containers 7 60 Plastic 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 4,616 2,513 0 0 0

155 5812-Eating places Source reduction Food 8 7,055 Organic 410lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 7,055 0 0 0 0

156
5087-Service establishment 
equipment

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

156
5087-Service establishment 
equipment

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 5 1,825 Paper 1lbs/unit x

156
5087-Service establishment 
equipment Recycling Other office paper 5 209 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

156
5087-Service establishment 
equipment

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 5 540 Organic 1lbs/unit x

156
5087-Service establishment 
equipment

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 4,302 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 570 6,335 0 0 0

157
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1.5 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

157
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1.5 45 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

157
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 1.5 6,591 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 45 6,820 0 0 0

158 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 6.5 991 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

158 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6.5 5,736 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL

159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. Reuse Ferrous tin/steel cans 19 23 Metal 0.77lbs/unit USEPA

159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c.
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 19 5,000 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Food 19 261 Organic 1lbs/unit x
159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. Reuse Food 19 782 Organic 1lbs/unit x
159 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Food 19 652 Organic 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 6,718 0 0 0 0

160
7537-Automotive transmission 
repair shops

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 688 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

160
7537-Automotive transmission 
repair shops

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 0     6000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 688 0 0    6000 0 0

161 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Newspaper 12 391 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

161 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 12 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

161 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food 12 1,564 Organic 30lbs/unit x

161 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 12 4,693 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,569 5,084 0 0 0

162 4953-Refuse Systems Recycling Tires 21 5,280 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

162 4953-Refuse Systems
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 21 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
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162 4953-Refuse Systems 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 21 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA 

162 4953-Refuse Systems 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 21 98 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

162 4953-Refuse Systems Reuse Durable plastic items 21 684 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 1,313 5,280 0 0 0 

163 8741-Management services Recycling Office white ledger 70 3,000 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 
163 8741-Management services Recycling Office white ledger 70 600 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

163 8741-Management services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 70 1,200 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

163 8741-Management services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 70 300 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

163 8741-Management services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 70 1,434 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,934 3,600 0 0 0 

164 
5091-Sporting & recreational 
goods Reuse Office white ledger 8 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

164 
5091-Sporting & recreational 
,00ds 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 5,736 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

164 
5091-Sporting & recreational 
goods 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 8 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 6,518 0 0 0 0 

165 
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c. Recycling Newspaper 32 521 Paper llbs/unit 

165 
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c. Source reduction Other 32 2,000 Other 11bs/unit 

165 
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c. 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 32 3,129 Paper 41bs/unit USEPA 

165 
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 32 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,521 3,650 0 0 0 

166 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning Recycling Office white ledger 5 1,895 Paper 363.51Ibs/unk 

CIWMB Density 
Tables 

166 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 2,350 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

166 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Recycling Major appliances 
new/expanded only 5 0 4,903 Metal 158.6Ibs/unit LA Study 

SITE TOTAL 0 4,246 0 1,903 0 0 

167 7692-Welding repair 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 130 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

167 7692-Welding repair 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 12 6,000 Metal llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 130 0 6,000 0 0 

168 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 10 360 Metal llbs/unit 

168 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 5,736 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 5,736 0 360 0 0 

169 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Recycling

s  cYrcleinlTeir Office SsRoeuc reduction white 
5 6,000 

7538-General 
 

automotive repair 
Special Waste 20Ib5/unit USEPA 

169 shops ledger 5 30 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 30 6,000 0 0 0 

170 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 600 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

170 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 30 5,145 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 

170 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Source reduction E-Waste other 30 96 E-Waste 11bs/unit 

170 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 158 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

170 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 869 5,145 0 0 0 

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 15 4,171 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 53 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 15 300 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 
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162 4953-Refuse Systems
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 21 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

162 4953-Refuse Systems
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 21 98 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

162 4953-Refuse Systems Reuse Durable plastic items 21 684 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 1,313 5,280 0 0 0

163 8741-Management services Recycling Office white ledger 70 3,000 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
163 8741-Management services Recycling Office white ledger 70 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

163 8741-Management services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 70 1,200 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

163 8741-Management services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 70 300 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

163 8741-Management services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 70 1,434 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,934 3,600 0 0 0

164
5091-Sporting & recreational 
goods Reuse Office white ledger 8 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

164
5091-Sporting & recreational 
goods

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 8 5,736 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

164
5091-Sporting & recreational 
goods

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 8 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 6,518 0 0 0 0

165
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c. Recycling Newspaper 32 521 Paper 1lbs/unit x

165
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c. Source reduction Other 32 2,000 Other 1lbs/unit x

165
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c.

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 32 3,129 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

165
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 32 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,521 3,650 0 0 0

166
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning Recycling Office white ledger 5 1,895 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

166
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 2,350 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

166
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Recycling Major appliances 
new/expanded only 5 0           1,903 Metal 158.6lbs/unit LA Study

SITE TOTAL 0 4,246 0           1,903 0 0

167 7692-Welding repair
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

167 7692-Welding repair
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 12 6,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 130 0 6,000 0 0

168
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 10 360 Metal 1lbs/unit x

168
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 5,736 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 5,736 0 360 0 0

169
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Recycling Tires 5 6,000 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

169
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 30 6,000 0 0 0

170
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

170
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 30 5,145 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA

170
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Source reduction E-Waste other 30 96 E-Waste 1lbs/unit x

170
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 158 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

170
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 869 5,145 0 0 0

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 15 4,171 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 53 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 15 300 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh
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171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 1,304 Paper 50Ibs/unit USEPA 

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Film plastic 15 130 Plastic llbs/unit 
SITE TOTAL 4,655 1,304 0 0 0 

172 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Recycling Remainderlcomposite 
plastic 10 90 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

172 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Office white ledger 10 5,497 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 0 5,587 0 0 0 

173 
4225-General warehousing and 
storage Source reduction Other 3 3,000 Other 1lbs/unit 

173 
4225-General warehousing and 
storage 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

173 
4225-General warehousing and 
storage 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 3,261 2,294 0 0 0 

174 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 688 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

174 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Recycling Tires 3 4,800 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 688 4,800 0 0 0 

175 
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research Recycling Other office paper 3 60 Paper llbs/unit 

175 
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 3 18 Metal llbs/unit 

175 
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 3 20 Metal llbs/unit 

175 
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research 

Recycling Remainderlcomposite 
organic 3 5,214 Organic llbs/unit 

175 
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 3 25 Metal llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 0 5,274 63 0 0 

176 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings Recycling Other office paper 6 522 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

176 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 2,500 Organic llbs/unit 

176 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 1,000 Organic 250Ibs/unit 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

176 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

176 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

176 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6 456 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 4,487 522 0 0 0 

177 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 12 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

177 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 12 500 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

177 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 12 100 Metal llbs/unit 

177 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 12 600 Plastic llbs/unit 

177 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 12 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 2570.96Ibs/unit Tellus 

177 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 12 80 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

177 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Prunings and trimmings 12 1,800 Organic llbs/unit 

177 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 12 1,900 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 4,880 0 100 0 0 

178 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 6.5 4,470 Organic 7.45Ibs/unit USEPA 

178 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6.5 495 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 495 4,470 0 0 0 

179 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 
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171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 1,304 Paper 50lbs/unit USEPA

171 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Film plastic 15 130 Plastic 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 4,655 1,304 0 0 0

172
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 10 90 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

172
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Office white ledger 10 5,497 Paper 363.51lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 0 5,587 0 0 0

173
4225-General warehousing and 
storage Source reduction Other 3 3,000 Other 1lbs/unit

173
4225-General warehousing and 
storage

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

173
4225-General warehousing and 
storage

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 3,261 2,294 0 0 0

174
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 688 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

174
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Recycling Tires 3 4,800 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 688 4,800 0 0 0

175
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research Recycling Other office paper 3 60 Paper 1lbs/unit x

175
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 3 18 Metal 1lbs/unit x

175
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 3 20 Metal 1lbs/unit x

175
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 3 5,214 Organic 1lbs/unit x

175
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 3 25 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 5,274 63 0 0

176
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings Recycling Other office paper 6 522 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

176
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 2,500 Organic 1lbs/unit x

176
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 1,000 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

176
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

176
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

176
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6 456 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 4,487 522 0 0 0

177
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 12 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2391.96lbs/unit Tellus

177
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 12 500 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

177
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 12 100 Metal 1lbs/unit x

177
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 12 600 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

177
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 12 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2570.96lbs/unit Tellus

177
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 12 80 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

177
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services Reuse Prunings and trimmings 12 1,800 Organic 1lbs/unit x

177
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 12 1,900 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 4,880 0 100 0 0

178 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 6.5 4,470 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA

178 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6.5 495 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 495 4,470 0 0 0

179
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA
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179 
7359-Equipment rental & 

n.e.c.
m 

  
a-  2  n

leasing, 
ua a n t rental 

 & Recycling Tires 10 1A00 Special Waste 80Ibs/unit USEPA 

179 leasing, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 10 1,920 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 1,147 3520 0 0 0 

180 
3728-Aircraft parts and 

and 
 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 
Source reduction Office white

.c. 850 1A50 Plastic 2.51b5/unit USEPA 

180 

equipment,
ft
n.

p
e
ada 

 

equipment, n.e.c. ledger 850 3,200 Paper 800Ibs/unk USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 4,550 0 0 0 0 

181 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 172 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

181 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Other office paper 3 1,325 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

181 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Ferrous tiNsteel cans 3 29 Metal 0.28Ibs/unit USEPA 

181 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction Leaves and 

3 3,000 Organic 250Ibs/unk 
California Turf 
Grass Study 

181 7011-Hotels and Motels 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 3,005 1526 0 0 0 

182 7542-Carwashes 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 3,097 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

182 7542-Carwashes 
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 6 1,032 Plastic 0.33Ibs/unit USEPA 

182 7542-Carwashes 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6 297 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 4,427 0 0 0 0 

183 8741-Management services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 12 300 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

183 8741-Management services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 391 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

183 8741-Management services Recycling Other office paper 12 1,987 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

183 8741-Management services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

183 8741-Management services 
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 12 97 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

183 8741-Management services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

183 8741-Management services 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 574 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,405 1,987 0 0 0 

184 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 10 1,987 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

184 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Scavenging Other 10 0 Other 11bs/unit 

184 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

184 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 10 1,680 Organic 6.7123Ibs/unk 

184 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Food 10 90 Organic 30Ibs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 2,201 1,987 0 0 90 

185 8100-Legal services Recycling Other office paper 30 3,622 Paper 42.35Ibs/unit USEPA 

185 8100-Legal services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

185 8100-Legal services 
Material exchange E-Waste 

rimarily
re

p
c
l
i
astr

on 
 30 56 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

185 8100-Legal services 
Source 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 637 3,622 0 0 0 

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 200 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 4 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 200 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 1,350 Plastic I lbs/unit 

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 1,200 Plastic I lbs/unit 

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 800 Plastic I lbs/unit 
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179
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Recycling Tires 10 1,600 Special Waste 80lbs/unit USEPA

179
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 10 1,920 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,147 3,520 0 0 0

180
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c.

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 850 1,350 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

180
3728-Aircraft parts and 
equipment, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 850 3,200 Paper 800lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 4,550 0 0 0 0

181 7011-Hotels and Motels
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 172 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

181 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Other office paper 3 1,325 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

181 7011-Hotels and Motels Recycling Ferrous tin/steel cans 3 29 Metal 0.28lbs/unit USEPA

181 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 3 3,000 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

181 7011-Hotels and Motels
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 3,005 1,526 0 0 0

182 7542-Carwashes
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 3,097 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

182 7542-Carwashes
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 6 1,032 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA

182 7542-Carwashes
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6 297 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 4,427 0 0 0 0

183 8741-Management services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 12 300 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

183 8741-Management services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 391 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

183 8741-Management services Recycling Other office paper 12 1,987 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

183 8741-Management services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

183 8741-Management services
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 12 97 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

183 8741-Management services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

183 8741-Management services
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 574 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,405 1,987 0 0 0

184
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Recycling Other office paper 10 1,987 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

184
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Scavenging Other 10 0 Other 1lbs/unit x

184
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

184
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 10 1,680 Organic 6.7123lbs/unit x

184
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools Composting Food 10 90 Organic 30lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 2,201 1,987 0 0 90

185 8100-Legal services Recycling Other office paper 30 3,622 Paper 42.35lbs/unit USEPA

185 8100-Legal services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

185 8100-Legal services
Material exchange E-Waste 
primarily plastic 30 56 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

185 8100-Legal services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 637 3,622 0 0 0

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 200 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 4 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 200 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 1,350 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 1,200 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 4 800 Plastic 1lbs/unit x
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186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 4 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 3,979 261 0 0 0 

187 
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 3 23 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

187 
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 3 4,171 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 4,194 0 0 0 0 

188 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Source reduction HDPE 
containers 6 1,043 Plastic 0.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

188 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 6 1,000 Metal llbs/unit 

188 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 122 Organic 6.7123Ibs/unk 

188 
7538-General automotive repair 

sh753gs-General SRoeucYrccleinreldTuircetios  n Durable plastic 
6 Z000 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

188 
automotive repair 

shops items 6 23 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 1,188 2,000 1,000 0 0 

189 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 7.25 3,885 Organic 7.451bs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 

190 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 6 396 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

190 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 3,441 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 396 3,441 0 0 0 

191 7841-Video Tape Rental 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 10 1,304 Plastic llbs/unit 

191 7841-Video Tape Rental 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

191 7841-Video Tape Rental 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,434 2,294 0 0 0 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 6 1,140 Plastic 0.19Ibs/unit USEPA 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 6 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 2441.25Ibs/unit Tellus 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Newspaper 6 365 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Material exchange Leaves and 
grass 6 1,200 Organic 25Ibs/unit USEPA 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 6 330 Organic 329.53Ibs/unk Tellus 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 6 400 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 6 30 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 145 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction HOPE 
containers 6 17 Plastic 0.33Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 3,627 0 0 0 0 

193 
4841-Cable and Other Pay 
Television Services Recycling Wood pallets 6 2,400 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

193 
4841-Cable and Other Pay 
Television Services 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

193 
4841-Cable and Other Pay 
Television Services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 5 3,547 0 0 0 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores 

Source reduction Ferrous 
tin/steel cans 3 20 Metal 0.77Ibs/unit USEPA 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 3 950 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse HDPE containers 3 375 Plastic llbs/unit 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 13 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Source reduction Lumber 3 200 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Recycling Newspaper 3 168 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 
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186 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c.
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 4 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 3,979 261 0 0 0

187
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c.

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 3 23 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

187
5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c.

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 3 4,171 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 4,194 0 0 0 0

188
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Source reduction HDPE 
containers 6 1,043 Plastic 0.2lbs/unit USEPA

188
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 6 1,000 Metal 1lbs/unit x

188
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 6 122 Organic 6.7123lbs/unit x

188
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Recycling Tires 6 2,000 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

188
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6 23 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,188 2,000 1,000 0 0

189 5812-Eating places Recycling Food 7.25 3,885 Organic 7.45lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL

190 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 6 396 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

190 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 3,441 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 396 3,441 0 0 0

191 7841-Video Tape Rental
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 10 1,304 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

191 7841-Video Tape Rental
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

191 7841-Video Tape Rental
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,434 2,294 0 0 0

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 6 1,140 Plastic 0.19lbs/unit USEPA

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 6 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2441.25lbs/unit Tellus

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Newspaper 6 365 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Material exchange Leaves and 
grass 6 1,200 Organic 25lbs/unit USEPA

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 6 330 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 6 400 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 6 30 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 145 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

192 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 6 17 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 3,627 0 0 0 0

193
4841-Cable and Other Pay 
Television Services Recycling Wood pallets 6 2,400 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

193
4841-Cable and Other Pay 
Television Services

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

193
4841-Cable and Other Pay 
Television Services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 5 3,547 0 0 0

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores

Source reduction Ferrous 
tin/steel cans 3 20 Metal 0.77lbs/unit USEPA

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 3 950 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse HDPE containers 3 375 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 13 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Source reduction Lumber 3 200

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Recycling Newspaper 3 168 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

County of San Diego Unincorporated Areas Section 9B - All Non-Residential Audits Page 32 of 51

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight



Board Meeting 
June 14-15, 2005 

Agenda 
Attachment 

Item 23 
2b 

33 of 51 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse HDPE containers 3 1,000 Plastic libs/unit 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Recycling Other office paper 3 662 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 53 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

194 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supplx Stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 50 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

194 
5261-Retail Nursenes, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 53 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,660 883 0 0 0 

195 4724-Travel agencies Recycling Other office paper 6 1,325 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

195 4724-Travel agencies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 31 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unit USEPA 

195 4724-Travel agencies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

195 4724-Travel agencies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 1,564 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

195 4724-Travel agencies 
Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 516 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,655 1,841 0 0 0 

196 5191-Farm supplies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 3,441 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 3,441 0 0 0 0 

197 8351-Child Day Care Services Reuse Office white ledger 11 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

197 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
paper 11 1,629 Paper libs/unit 

197 8351-Child Day Care Services Composting Food 11 1,043 Organic I lbs/unit 

197 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 11 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

197 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,364 0 0 0 1,043 

198 
5063-Elecbical apparatus and 
equipment 

cal appa
equipment cardboard 
5 

 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 

4 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA  

198 equipment Recycling Wood pallets 4 960 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 2,294 960 0 0 0 

199 Single-Family 
1521-General Contractors- 

Houses Recycling Other office paper 5 Z650 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

199 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

199 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 2,879 0 0 0 

200 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Bulky items 6 100 Special Waste libs/unit 

200 5411-Grocery Stores 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 3,033 Paper 363.51Ibs/unit Teilus 

SITE TOTAL 3,133 0 0 0 0 

201 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 10 831 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

201 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 172 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

201 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 10 1,325 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

201 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 172 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

201 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 694 2,328 0 0 0 

202 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 2.5 2,607 Metal libs/unit 

202 
7538-General automotive repair 

s1  automotive repairs
Remainder/composite 
Source reduction 

plastic 2.5 4 
7538-General 

 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

202 shops Source reduction Newspaper 2.5 365 Paper libs/unit Orig. audit wts. 
SITE TOTAL 369 0 2,607 0 0 
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194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse HDPE containers 3 1,000 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Recycling Other office paper 3 662 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 53 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 50 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

194
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 53 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,660 883 0 0 0

195 4724-Travel agencies Recycling Other office paper 6 1,325 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

195 4724-Travel agencies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 31 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

195 4724-Travel agencies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

195 4724-Travel agencies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 1,564 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

195 4724-Travel agencies
Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 516 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,655 1,841 0 0 0

196 5191-Farm supplies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 3,441 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 3,441 0 0 0 0

197 8351-Child Day Care Services Reuse Office white ledger 11 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

197 8351-Child Day Care Services
Reuse Remainder/composite 
paper 11 1,629 Paper 1lbs/unit x

197 8351-Child Day Care Services Composting Food 11 1,043 Organic 1lbs/unit x

197 8351-Child Day Care Services
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 11 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

197 8351-Child Day Care Services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,364 0 0 0 1,043

198
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

198
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment Recycling Wood pallets 4 960 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,294 960 0 0 0

199
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Recycling Other office paper 5 2,650 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

199
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

199
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 2,879 0 0 0

200 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Bulky items 6 100 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

200 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 3,033 Paper 363.51lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 3,133 0 0 0 0

201
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 10 831 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

201
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 172 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

201
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 10 1,325 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

201
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 172 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

201
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 694 2,328 0 0 0

202
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 2.5 2,607 Metal 1lbs/unit x

202
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2.5 4 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

202
7538-General automotive repair 
shops Source reduction Newspaper 2.5 365 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

SITE TOTAL 369 0 2,607 0 0

County of San Diego Unincorporated Areas Section 9B - All Non-Residential Audits Page 33 of 51

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight



Board Meeting 
June 14-15, 2005 

Agenda 
Attachment 

34 of 

Item 23 
2b 

51 

203 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 12 1,000 Organic llbs/unit 

203 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses Source reduction Bulky items 12 500 Special Waste llbs/unit 

203 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 12 13 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

203 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 60 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

203 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 12 4 Plastic llbs/unit 

203 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 12 1,327 Paper 363.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

203 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 12 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,574 1,340 0 0 0 

204 
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 75 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

204 
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c. 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 143 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

204 
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 2,346 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

204 
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c. 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 5 36 Plastic 31bs/unit USEPA 

204 
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c. 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 287 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,888 0 0 0 0 

205 8231-Libraries 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 2,008 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

205 8231-Libraries 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 9 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

205 8231-Libraries Reuse Office white ledger 9 22 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unk USEPA 

205 8231-Libraries 
Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 9 782 Paper 31bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,034 782 0 0 0 

206 7692-Welding repair 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 15 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

206 7692-Welding repair 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 15 2,718 Metal 226.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

206 7692-Welding repair Reuse Office white ledger 15 60 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

206 7692-Welding repair 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 15 5 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 95 0 2,718 0 0 

207 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1 100 Plastic llbs/unit 

207 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 1 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

207 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 1 2,607 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

207 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 1 57 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 157 2,637 0 0 0 

208 
5039-Construction materials, 
n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 10 1,920 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

208 
5039-Construction materials, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 10 800 Metal llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 0 1,920 800 0 0 

209 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 2,607 Paper 50Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 2,607 0 0 0 
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203

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 12 1,000 Organic 1lbs/unit x

203

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses Source reduction Bulky items 12 500 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

203

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 12 13 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

203

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

203

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 12 4 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

203

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 12 1,327 Paper 363.5lbs/unit USEPA

203

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 12 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,574 1,340 0 0 0

204
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 75 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

204
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 143 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

204
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 2,346 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

204
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c.

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 5 36 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA

204
1799-Special trade contractors, 
n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 287 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,888 0 0 0 0

205 8231-Libraries
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 2,008 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

205 8231-Libraries
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 9 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

205 8231-Libraries Reuse Office white ledger 9 22 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

205 8231-Libraries
Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 9 782 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,034 782 0 0 0

206 7692-Welding repair
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 15 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

206 7692-Welding repair
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 15 2,718 Metal 226.5lbs/unit USEPA

206 7692-Welding repair Reuse Office white ledger 15 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

206 7692-Welding repair
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 15 5 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 95 0 2,718 0 0

207 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1 100 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

207 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 1 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

207 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 1 2,607 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

207 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 1 57 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 157 2,637 0 0 0

208
5039-Construction materials, 
n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 10 1,920 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

208
5039-Construction materials, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 10 800 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 1,920 800 0 0

209 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 2,607 Paper 50lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 2,607 0 0 0
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210 
8041-Offices and clinics of 
chiropractors Recycling Other office paper 7 1,002 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

210 
8041-Offices and clinics of 
chiropractors Reuse Office white ledger 7 626 Paper 0.12Ibs/unit USEPA 

210 
8041-Offices and clinics of 
chiropractors Reuse Magazines and catalogs 7 108 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA 

210 
and &lice of 

chiropractors 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 860 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,594 1,002 0 0 0 

211 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 5.5 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

211 9121-Legislative Bodies Recycling Other office paper 5.5 720 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

211 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 5.5 18 Paper 0.014Ibs/unit CIWMB 

211 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5.5 300 Paper 50.08Ibs/unit Tellus 

211 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5.5 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

211 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5.5 344 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

211 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5.5 652 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,541 1,021 0 0 0 

212 5813-Drinking places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5.5 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

212 5813-Drinking places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5.5 1,955 Paper llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 0 2,414 0 0 0 

213 
3599-Industrial machinery, 
n.e.c. 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 3 23 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

213 
3599-Industrial machinery, 
n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 3 4 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

213 
3599-Industrial machinery, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 3 0 453 Metal 906A31bs/unk Tellus 

213 
3599-Industrial machinery, 
n.e.c. 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 3 0 465 Metal 165Ibs/unk FEECO 

213 
3599-Industrial machinery, 
n.e.c. 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 3 4 Plastic 2.5Ibs/un k USEPA 

213 
3599-Industrial machinery, 
n.e.c. 

Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 1,721 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,752 0 0 648 0 0 

214 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties Reuse Office white ledger 9 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

214 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 9 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

214 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties Recycling Other office paper 9 1,603 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

214 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 694 Paper 16.64Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 35 2,297 0 0 0 

215 5812-Eating places 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3.5 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 2,294 0 0 0 

216 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 2,294 0 0 0 

217 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 2,294 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,294 0 0 0 0 

218 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 26 180 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

218 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 26 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

218 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 26 782 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 962 1,304 0 0 0 

219 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Recycling Remainderlcomposite 
plastic 2 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

219 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 
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210
8041-Offices and clinics of 
chiropractors Recycling Other office paper 7 1,002 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

210
8041-Offices and clinics of 
chiropractors Reuse Office white ledger 7 626 Paper 0.12lbs/unit USEPA

210
8041-Offices and clinics of 
chiropractors Reuse Magazines and catalogs 7 108 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

210
8041-Offices and clinics of 
chiropractors

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 860 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,594 1,002 0 0 0

211 9121-Legislative Bodies
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 5.5 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

211 9121-Legislative Bodies Recycling Other office paper 5.5 720 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

211 9121-Legislative Bodies
Source reduction Other 
miscellaneous paper 5.5 18 Paper 0.014lbs/unit CIWMB

211 9121-Legislative Bodies
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5.5 300 Paper 50.08lbs/unit Tellus

211 9121-Legislative Bodies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5.5 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

211 9121-Legislative Bodies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5.5 344 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

211 9121-Legislative Bodies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5.5 652 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,541 1,021 0 0 0

212 5813-Drinking places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5.5 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

212 5813-Drinking places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5.5 1,955 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 2,414 0 0 0

213
3599-Industrial machinery, 
n.e.c.

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 3 23 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

213
3599-Industrial machinery, 
n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 3 4 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

213
3599-Industrial machinery, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 3 0      453 Metal 906.43lbs/unit Tellus

213
3599-Industrial machinery, 
n.e.c.

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 3 0      165 Metal 165lbs/unit FEECO

213
3599-Industrial machinery, 
n.e.c.

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 3 4 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

213
3599-Industrial machinery, 
n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 1,721 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,752 0 0     618 0 0

214
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties Reuse Office white ledger 9 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

214
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 9 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

214
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties Recycling Other office paper 9 1,603 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

214
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 9 694 Paper 16.64lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 35 2,297 0 0 0

215 5812-Eating places
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3.5 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 2,294 0 0 0

216
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 2,294 0 0 0

217
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 2,294 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,294 0 0 0 0

218
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 26 180 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

218
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 26 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

218
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 26 782 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 962 1,304 0 0 0

219
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 2 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

219
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
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219 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 2 2,086 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

219 
5734-Computer and software 
stores 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 98 Plastic 6.27Ibs/unit Tellus 

SITE TOTAL 2,244 5 0 0 0 

220 
1423-Crushed and broken 
granite Recycling Office white ledger 6 521 Paper llbs/unit 

220 
1423-Crushed and broken 
granite 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

220 
1423-Crushed and broken 
9g
1423-Crushed 

6 960 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

220 
and broken 

granite 
RReecYusediTncWoacTeddpcaOrruletsgated 
cardboard 6 480 Paper 41bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 741 1,481 0 0 0 

221 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 1,304 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

221 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 6 900 Organic llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 2,204 0 0 0 0 

222 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 7 750 Organic llbs/unit 

222 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

222 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 7 500 Organic llbs/unit 

222 
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 688 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 949 1,250 0 0 0 

223 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 14.5 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

223 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 14.5 1,043 Paper llbs/unit 

223 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 14.5 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

223 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

reduction Office white 
ledger 14.5 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 521 1,517 0 0 0 

224 
5499-Miscellaneous Food 
Stores Source reduction Newspaper 4 521 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

224 
5499-Miscellaneous Food 
Stores Reuse Paper

Uncoated 
Ig

r
n 4 117 

Source 
 

re 
Paper llbs/unit 

224 
5499-Miscellaneous Food 
Stores corrugated cardboard 4 1,377 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 2,015 0 0 0 0 

225 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 15 600 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

225 9121-Legislative Bodies Recycling Other office paper 15 1,220 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

225 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 15 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

225 9121-Legislative Bodies 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 15 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 730 1,220 0 0 0 

226 
7342-Disinfecting & pest control 
services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 15 1,800 Plastic 15Ibs/unit UCLA /rs 

226 
7342-Disinfecting & pest control 
services 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 15 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,930 0 0 0 0 

227 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers Recycling Wood pallets 2 1,200 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

227 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 2 225 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

227 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 2 450 Metal llbs/unit 

227 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 6 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 6 1,425 450 0 0 
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219
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 2 2,086 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

219
5734-Computer and software 
stores

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 98 Plastic 6.27lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 2,244 5 0 0 0

220
1423-Crushed and broken 
granite Recycling Office white ledger 6 521 Paper 1lbs/unit x

220
1423-Crushed and broken 
granite

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

220
1423-Crushed and broken 
granite Recycling Wood pallets 6 960 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

220
1423-Crushed and broken 
granite

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 480 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 741 1,481 0 0 0

221 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 1,304 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

221 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 6 900 Organic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 2,204 0 0 0 0

222
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 7 750 Organic 1lbs/unit x

222
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

222
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties

Recycling Remainder/composite 
organic 7 500 Organic 1lbs/unit x

222
0742-Veterinary Services for 
Animal Specialties

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 688 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 949 1,250 0 0 0

223
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 14.5 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

223
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 14.5 1,043 Paper 1lbs/unit x

223
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 14.5 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

223
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14.5 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 521 1,517 0 0 0

224
5499-Miscellaneous Food 
Stores Source reduction Newspaper 4 521 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

224
5499-Miscellaneous Food 
Stores Reuse Paper bags 4 117 Paper 1lbs/unit x

224
5499-Miscellaneous Food 
Stores

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 4 1,377 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 2,015 0 0 0 0

225 9121-Legislative Bodies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 15 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

225 9121-Legislative Bodies Recycling Other office paper 15 1,220 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

225 9121-Legislative Bodies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 15 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

225 9121-Legislative Bodies
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 15 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 730 1,220 0 0 0

226
7342-Disinfecting & pest control 
services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 15 1,800 Plastic 15lbs/unit UCLA /rs

226
7342-Disinfecting & pest control 
services

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 15 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,930 0 0 0 0

227
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers Recycling Wood pallets 2 1,200 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

227
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 2 225 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

227
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 2 450 Metal 1lbs/unit x

227
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 6 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 6 1,425 450 0 0
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Board Meeting Agenda 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 

Item 23 
2b 

228 
8099-Health and Allied 
Services, n.e.c. 

Recycling Remainderlcomposite 
plastic 14 20 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

228 
8099-Health and Allied 
Services, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 14 1,043 Paper libs/unit 

228 
8099-Health and Allied 
Services, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 14 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

228 
8099-Health and Allied 
Services, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 751 1,063 0 0 0 

229 
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

229 
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service Recycling Other office paper 2 384 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA 

229 
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 135 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

229 
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service Reuse Office white ledger 2 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

229 
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service Recycling Newspaper 2 261 Paper libs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

229 
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 172 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 996 817 0 0 0 

230 5944-Jewelry stores Recycling Other office paper 15 1,325 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 
230 5944-Jewelry stores Reuse Other office paper 15 417 Paper 81bs/unit USEPA 

230 5944-Jewelry stores 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 15 6 Plastic 6.27Ibs/unit Tellus 

230 5944-Jewelry stores plastic 15 18 
Reuse Remainder/composite 

 

Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 441 1,325 0 0 0 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 13 Plastic 0.25Ibs/unit USEPA 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 150 Plastic libs/unit 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 13 317 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 13 200 Organic libs/unit 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 13 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 13 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 10 Plastic 0.19Ibs/unit USEPA 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Lumber 13 202 
Construction and 
Demolition 202.2Ibs/unit 

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 14 Plastic libs/unit 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 548 Plastic libs/unit 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 200 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 13 20 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,763 0 0 0 0 

232 
8641-Civic, Sodal and Fraternal 
Associations 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 5 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

232 
8641-Civic, Sodal and Fraternal 
Associations Recycling Other office paper 5 1,325 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

232 
8641-Civic, Sodal and Fraternal 
Associations 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 144 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

232 
8641-Civic, Sodal and Fraternal 
Associations 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 115 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

232 
8641-Civic, Sodal and Fraternal 
Associations 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 57 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

232 
8641-Civic, Sodal and Fraternal 
Associations Reuse Office white ledger 5 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 241 1,440 0 0 0 

233 

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 209 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 
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228
8099-Health and Allied 
Services, n.e.c.

Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 14 20 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

228
8099-Health and Allied 
Services, n.e.c. Recycling Office white ledger 14 1,043 Paper 1lbs/unit x

228
8099-Health and Allied 
Services, n.e.c.

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 14 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

228
8099-Health and Allied 
Services, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 751 1,063 0 0 0

229
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

229
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service Recycling Other office paper 2 384 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

229
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 135 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

229
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service Reuse Office white ledger 2 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

229
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service Recycling Newspaper 2 261 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

229
6411-Insurance Agents, Brokers 
and Service

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 172 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 996 817 0 0 0

230 5944-Jewelry stores Recycling Other office paper 15 1,325 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA
230 5944-Jewelry stores Reuse Other office paper 15 417 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

230 5944-Jewelry stores
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 15 6 Plastic 6.27lbs/unit Tellus

230 5944-Jewelry stores
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 15 18 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 441 1,325 0 0 0

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 13 Plastic 0.25lbs/unit USEPA

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 150 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 13 317 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite organic 13 200 Organic 1lbs/unit x

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 13 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 13 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 10 Plastic 0.19lbs/unit USEPA

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Lumber 13 202
Construction and 
Demolition 202.2lbs/unit

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 14 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 548 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 13 200 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

231 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 13 20 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,763 0 0 0 0

232
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 5 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

232
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations Recycling Other office paper 5 1,325 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

232
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 144 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

232
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 115 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

232
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 57 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

232
8641-Civic, Social and Fraternal 
Associations Reuse Office white ledger 5 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 241 1,440 0 0 0

233

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 209 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
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233 

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction 

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 10 0 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

233 

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

233 

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction Reuse Durable plastic items 10 46 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

233 

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction 

Scavenging Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 10 906 Metal 906Ibs/unk USEPA 

233 

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 10 247 Organic 329.53Ibs/unk Tellus 

233 

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction 

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 10 0 

Construction and 
Demolition llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 762 0 906 0 0 

234 8712-Architectural services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 9 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

234 8712-Architectural services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

234 8712-Architectural services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

234 8712-Architectural services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 172 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

234 8712-Architectural services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 240 Paper llbs/unit 

234 8712-Architectural services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 600 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

234 8712-Architectural services Reuse Office white ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 1,603 0 0 0 0 

235 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 402 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

235 
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores 

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 3 0 —1200 Metal llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 402 0 0 4200 0 0 

236 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 20 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

236 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

236 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 20 990 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 551 990 0 0 0 

237 
8322-Individual and Family 
Sodal Services 

Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 12 391 Paper 31bs/unit USEPA 

237 
8322-Individual and Family 
Social Services 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 36 Paper llbs/unit 

237 
8322-Individual and Family 
Social Services 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 12 83 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

237 
8322-Individual and Family 
Sodal Services 

Recycling Phone books and 
directories 12 12 Paper 41bs/unit USEPA 

237 
8322-Individual and Family 
Social Services Reuse HDPE containers 12 521 Plastic llbs/unit 

237 
8322-Individual and Family 
Social Services 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 459 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,100 403 0 0 0 

238 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 30 626 Organic 12Ibs/unit USEPA 

238 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 72 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

238 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 240 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

238 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 

Mnars  

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 451 Plastic 6.27Ibs/unit Tellus 

238 Managers 
Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily plastic 30 111 

6531-Real 
 

Estate Agents and 
E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

SITE TOTAL 1,500 0 0 0 0 

239 5172-Petroleum products, n.e.c. 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 11 800 Metal llbs/unit 

239 5172-Petroleum products, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 11 400 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 
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233

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 10 0

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

233

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

233

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction Reuse Durable plastic items 10 46 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

233

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction

Scavenging Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 10 906 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

233

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 10 247 Organic 329.53lbs/unit Tellus

233

1623-Water, Sewer, Pipeline 
and Communications and Power 
Line Construction

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 10 0

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 762 0 906 0 0

234 8712-Architectural services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 9 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

234 8712-Architectural services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

234 8712-Architectural services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

234 8712-Architectural services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 172 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

234 8712-Architectural services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 240 Paper 1lbs/unit x

234 8712-Architectural services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

234 8712-Architectural services Reuse Office white ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 1,603 0 0 0 0

235
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 402 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

235
5531-Auto and Home Supply 
Stores

Recycling Other non-ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 3 0      1200 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 402 0 0     1200 0 0

236
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 20 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

236
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

236
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 20 990 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 551 990 0 0 0

237
8322-Individual and Family 
Social Services

Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 12 391 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

237
8322-Individual and Family 
Social Services

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 36 Paper 1lbs/unit x

237
8322-Individual and Family 
Social Services

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 12 83 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

237
8322-Individual and Family 
Social Services

Recycling Phone books and 
directories 12 12 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

237
8322-Individual and Family 
Social Services Reuse HDPE containers 12 521 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

237
8322-Individual and Family 
Social Services

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 459 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,100 403 0 0 0

238
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 30 626 Organic 12lbs/unit USEPA

238
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 72 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

238
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 240 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

238
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 451 Plastic 6.27lbs/unit Tellus

238
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily plastic 30 111 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

SITE TOTAL 1,500 0 0 0 0

239 5172-Petroleum products, n.e.c.
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 11 800 Metal 1lbs/unit x

239 5172-Petroleum products, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets 11 400 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA
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239 5172-Petroleum products, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 11 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 400 800 0 0 

240 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

240 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 7 610 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

240 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

240 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 276 1,183 0 0 0 

241 
5051-Metals service centers and 
offices 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 2 1,304 Organic 25Ibs/unit USEPA 

241 
5051-Metals service centers and 
offices 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

241 
5051-Metals service centers and 
offices 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,429 0 0 0 0 

242 
0781-Landscape Counseling 
and Planning 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 49 Plastic 6.27Ibs/unit Tellus 

242 
0781-Landscape Counseling 
and Planning 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 528 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

242 
0781-Landscape Counseling 
and Planning Reuse Office white ledger 5 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

242 
0781-Landscape Counseling 
and Planning 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 240 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,417 0 0 0 0 

243 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

243 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 1,147 0 0 0 

244 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 12 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

244 
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,408 0 0 0 0 

245 
5043-Photographic equipment 
and supplies 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 120 Plastic llbs/unit 

245 
5043-Photographic equipment 
and supplies 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

245 
5043-Photographic equipment 
and supplies 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,398 0 0 0 0 

246 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 14 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

246 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

246 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Recycling Other office paper 14 200 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,095 200 0 0 0 

247 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 96 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

247 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 1,004 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

247 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 6 44 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

247 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 90 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

247 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

247 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Reuse Misc. plastic containers 6 0 Plastic 0.0075Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,295 0 0 0 0 
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239 5172-Petroleum products, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 11 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 400 800 0 0

240
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

240
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 7 610 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

240
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

240
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 276 1,183 0 0 0

241
5051-Metals service centers and 
offices

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 2 1,304 Organic 25lbs/unit USEPA

241
5051-Metals service centers and 
offices

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 120 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

241
5051-Metals service centers and 
offices

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,429 0 0 0 0

242
0781-Landscape Counseling 
and Planning

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 49 Plastic 6.27lbs/unit Tellus

242
0781-Landscape Counseling 
and Planning

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 528 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

242
0781-Landscape Counseling 
and Planning Reuse Office white ledger 5 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

242
0781-Landscape Counseling 
and Planning

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 240 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,417 0 0 0 0

243

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

243

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 1,147 0 0 0

244
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 12 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

244
7359-Equipment rental & 
leasing, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,408 0 0 0 0

245
5043-Photographic equipment 
and supplies

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 120 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

245
5043-Photographic equipment 
and supplies

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

245
5043-Photographic equipment 
and supplies

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,398 0 0 0 0

246
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 14 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

246
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

246
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Recycling Other office paper 14 200 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,095 200 0 0 0

247
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 96 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

247
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 1,004 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

247
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 6 44 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

247
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 90 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

247
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

247
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Reuse Misc. plastic containers 6 0 Plastic 0.0075lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,295 0 0 0 0
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248 
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

248 
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research 

Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 7 391 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA 

248 
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research Recycling Other office paper 7 300 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 600 691 0 0 0 

249 5085-Industrial supplies 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

249 5085-Industrial supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 9 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

249 5085-Industrial supplies 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 6 156 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

249 5085-Industrial supplies Reuse Other office paper 6 417 Paper 81bs/unit USEPA 

249 5085-Industrial supplies 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 6 250 Organic llbs/unit 

249 5085-Industrial supplies 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 132 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

249 5085-Industrial supplies Reuse Office white ledger 6 62 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unk USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 1,287 0 0 0 0 

250 8661-Religious Organizations 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 180 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

250 8661-Religious Organizations 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

250 8661-Religious Organizations 
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 7 250 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

Califomia Turf 
Grass Study 

250 8661-Religious Organizations Source reduction Bulky items 7 750 Special Waste libs/unit 
SITE TOTAL 1,240 0 0 0 0 

251 1771-Concrete Work Recycling Wood pellets 10 960 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

251 1771-Concrete Work 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 960 0 0 0 

252 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 13 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

252 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 918 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

252 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 273 918 0 0 0 

253 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 23 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

253 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 23 760 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

253 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 23 48 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

253 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services 

Material exchange Durable 
ms gla

ou
stic 

Rock,  soil and 
23 23 300 Plastic   

Construction and 
 llbs/unit 

253 
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services fines new/expanded only 23 0 Demolition 2570.96Ibs/unit Teilus 

SITE TOTAL 1,168 0 0 0 0 

254 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,147 0 0 0 0 

255 
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 1,147 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,147 0 0 0 0 

256 
4581-Airports, Flying Fields and 
Airport Terminal Services Recycling Tires 6 1,000 Special Waste llbs/unit 

256 
4581-Airports, Flying Fields and 
Airport Terminal SServiceslastic 

 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
6 36 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA 

256 
4581-Airports, Flying Fields and 
Airport Terminal Services cardboard 6 99 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 135 1,000 0 0 0 

257 
5561-Recreational Vehicle 
Dealers 

Source reduction Other office 
paper 5 401 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

257 
5561-Recreational Vehicle 
Dealers 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 5 241 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 
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248
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 600 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

248
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research

Recycling Magazines and 
catalogs 7 391 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

248
8732-Commercial nonphysical 
research Recycling Other office paper 7 300 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 600 691 0 0 0

249 5085-Industrial supplies
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

249 5085-Industrial supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 9 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

249 5085-Industrial supplies
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 6 156 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

249 5085-Industrial supplies Reuse Other office paper 6 417 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

249 5085-Industrial supplies
Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 6 250 Organic 1lbs/unit x

249 5085-Industrial supplies
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 132 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

249 5085-Industrial supplies Reuse Office white ledger 6 62 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 1,287 0 0 0 0

250 8661-Religious Organizations
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 180 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

250 8661-Religious Organizations
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

250 8661-Religious Organizations
Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 7 250 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

250 8661-Religious Organizations Source reduction Bulky items 7 750 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 1,240 0 0 0 0

251 1771-Concrete Work Recycling Wood pallets 10 960 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

251 1771-Concrete Work
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 960 0 0 0

252
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 13 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

252
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 918 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

252
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 273 918 0 0 0

253
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 23 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

253
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 23 760 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

253
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 23 48 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh

253
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Material exchange Durable 
plastic items 23 300 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

253
0782-Lawn and Garden 
Services

Source reduction Rock, soil and 
fines new/expanded only 23 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2570.96lbs/unit Tellus

SITE TOTAL 1,168 0 0 0 0

254

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,147 0 0 0 0

255
5063-Electrical apparatus and 
equipment

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 1,147 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,147 0 0 0 0

256
4581-Airports, Flying Fields and 
Airport Terminal Services Recycling Tires 6 1,000 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

256
4581-Airports, Flying Fields and 
Airport Terminal Services

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 6 36 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA

256
4581-Airports, Flying Fields and 
Airport Terminal Services

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 99 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 135 1,000 0 0 0

257
5561-Recreational Vehicle 
Dealers

Source reduction Other office 
paper 5 401 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

257
5561-Recreational Vehicle 
Dealers

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 5 241 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study
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257 
5561-Recreational Vehicle 
Dealers 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 430 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

257 
5561-Recreational Vehicle 
Dealers 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 18 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 

258 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 7.5 192 Paper 81bs/unit USEPA 

258 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7.5 521 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

258 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7.5 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

258 
6021-National Commercial 
Banks 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7.5 344 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 536 536 0 0 0 

259 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 803 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

259 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 1,064 0 0 0 0 

260 

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways Recycling Tires 17 360 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

260 

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways Reuse Tires 17 240 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

260 

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways 

Recycling Remainder/composite 
metal new/expanded only 17 360 Metal llbs/unit 

260 

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 17 40 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

260 

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways 

Recycling Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 17 0 

Construction and 
Demolition 2441.25Ibs/unit Tellus  

260 

1 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 17 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 295 360 360 0 0 

261 
7212-Garment pressing & 
cleaners' agents 

Reuse Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 730 Metal 0.14Ibs/unit CIWMB 

261 
7212-Garment pressing & 
cleaners' agents Reuse Film plastic 5 261 Plastic llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 261 0 730 0 0 

262 5932-Used Merchandise Stores 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 1.5 688 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

262 5932-Used Merchandise Stores Recycling Office white ledger 1.5 261 Paper llbs/unit 
SITE TOTAL 688 261 0 0 0 

263 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 21 652 Plastic 0.5Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 

263 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 21 240 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 
SITE TOTAL 892 0 0 0 0 

264 
7536-Automotive glass 
replacement shops 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 14 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unk USEPA 

264 
7536-Automotive glass 
replacement shops 

Source reduction Other office 
paper 5 8 Paper 81bs/unit USEPA 

264 
7536-Automotive glass 
replacement shops 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 182 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

264 
7536-Automotive glass 
replacement shops 

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 5 654 Paper 363.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 22 836 0 0 0 

265 7384-Photofinishing laboratories Reuse HDPE containers 4.5 81 Plastic llbs/unit 

265 7384-Photofinishing laboratories 
Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 4.5 652 Paper llbs/unit 

265 7384-Photofinishing laboratories Recycling HDPE containers 4.5 81 Plastic llbs/unit 
SITE TOTAL 81 733 0 0 0 
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257
5561-Recreational Vehicle 
Dealers

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 430 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

257
5561-Recreational Vehicle 
Dealers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 18 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL

258
6021-National Commercial 
Banks Recycling Other office paper 7.5 192 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

258
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7.5 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

258
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7.5 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

258
6021-National Commercial 
Banks

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7.5 344 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 536 536 0 0 0

259 8351-Child Day Care Services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 803 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

259 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 1,064 0 0 0 0

260

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways Recycling Tires 17 360 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

260

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways Reuse Tires 17 240 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

260

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways

Recycling Remainder/composite 
metal new/expanded only 17 360 Metal 1lbs/unit x

260

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 17 40 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

260

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways

Recycling Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 17 0

Construction and 
Demolition 2441.25lbs/unit Tellus

260

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 17 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 295 360 360 0 0

261
7212-Garment pressing & 
cleaners' agents

Reuse Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 730 Metal 0.14lbs/unit CIWMB

261
7212-Garment pressing & 
cleaners' agents Reuse Film plastic 5 261 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 261 0 730 0 0

262 5932-Used Merchandise Stores
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 1.5 688 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

262 5932-Used Merchandise Stores Recycling Office white ledger 1.5 261 Paper 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 688 261 0 0 0

263 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 21 652 Plastic 0.5lbs/unit UCLA /sh

263 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 21 240 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh
SITE TOTAL 892 0 0 0 0

264
7536-Automotive glass 
replacement shops

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 14 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

264
7536-Automotive glass 
replacement shops

Source reduction Other office 
paper 5 8 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

264
7536-Automotive glass 
replacement shops

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 182 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

264
7536-Automotive glass 
replacement shops

Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 5 654 Paper 363.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 22 836 0 0 0

265 7384-Photofinishing laboratories Reuse HDPE containers 4.5 81 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

265 7384-Photofinishing laboratories
Recycling Other miscellaneous 
paper 4.5 652 Paper 1lbs/unit x

265 7384-Photofinishing laboratories Recycling HDPE containers 4.5 81 Plastic 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 81 733 0 0 0
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266 8711-Engineering services 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 26 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

266 8711-Engineering services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

266 8711-Engineering services Reuse Lumber 7 152 
Construction and 
Demolition 202.2Ibs/unit 

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average 

266 8711-Engineering services 
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 7 108 Organic 108Ibs/unk USEPA 

266 8711-Engineering services 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 

/exp andec on&
riee 

 
Source reduction white 

 7 453 Metal 906Ibs/unk USEPA 

266 8711-Engineering services ledger 7 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 351 0 453 0 0 

267 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

267 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1 15 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

267 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers Source reduction Bulky items 1 50 Special Waste libs/unit 

267 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 66 

6531-Real 
 

Estate Agents and 
Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

267 Managers Recycling Other office paper 1 662 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 70 728 0 0 0 

268 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

268 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 751 0 0 0 0 

269 5932-Used Merchandise Stores 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 172 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

269 5932-Used Merchandise Stores 
Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 2 563 Paper 1.08Ibs/unit LA Study 

SITE TOTAL 735 0 0 0 0 

270 
7212-Garment pressing & 
cleaners' agents 

Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 2 730 Metal 0.14Ibs/unit CIWMB 

SITE TOTAL 0 0 730 0 0 

271 5944-Jewelry stores 
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 124 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

271 5944-Jewelry stores 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 602 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 727 0 0 0 0 

272 
5144-Poultry and poultry 
products 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

272 
5144-Poultry and poultry 
products 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 720 0 0 0 0 

273 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 7 495 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

273 5812-Eating places Reuse Misc. plastic containers 7 219 Plastic 0.42Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 714 0 0 0 0 

274 
7211-Power laundries, family & 
commercial 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 143 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

274 
7211-Power laundries, family & 
commercial Recycling Office white ledger 2 569 Paper 363.51Ibs/unk 

CM/MB Density 
Tables 

SITE TOTAL 0 712 0 0 0 

275 
5735-Record & prerecorded 
tape stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 287 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

275 
57 5-Record & prerecorded 
tape stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 417 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 704 0 0 0 0 

276 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 688 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

276 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 30 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 703 0 0 0 0 
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266 8711-Engineering services
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 26 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

266 8711-Engineering services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

266 8711-Engineering services Reuse Lumber 7 152
Construction and 
Demolition 202.2lbs/unit

Eugene 
Tseng/Phil 
Perkins Study 
Average

266 8711-Engineering services
Source reduction Prunings and 
trimmings 7 108 Organic 108lbs/unit USEPA

266 8711-Engineering services
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 7 453 Metal 906lbs/unit USEPA

266 8711-Engineering services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 351 0 453 0 0

267
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

267
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1 15 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

267
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers Source reduction Bulky items 1 50 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

267
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 66 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

267
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers Recycling Other office paper 1 662 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 70 728 0 0 0

268
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 7 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

268
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 751 0 0 0 0

269 5932-Used Merchandise Stores
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 172 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

269 5932-Used Merchandise Stores
Reuse Other miscellaneous 
paper 2 563 Paper 1.08lbs/unit LA Study

SITE TOTAL 735 0 0 0 0

270
7212-Garment pressing & 
cleaners' agents

Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 2 730 Metal 0.14lbs/unit CIWMB

SITE TOTAL 0 0 730 0 0

271 5944-Jewelry stores
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 124 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

271 5944-Jewelry stores
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 602 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 727 0 0 0 0

272
5144-Poultry and poultry 
products

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

272
5144-Poultry and poultry 
products

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 720 0 0 0 0

273 5812-Eating places Reuse Durable plastic items 7 495 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

273 5812-Eating places Reuse Misc. plastic containers 7 219 Plastic 0.42lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 714 0 0 0 0

274
7211-Power laundries, family & 
commercial

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 143 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

274
7211-Power laundries, family & 
commercial Recycling Office white ledger 2 569 Paper 363.51lbs/unit

CIWMB Density 
Tables

SITE TOTAL 0 712 0 0 0

275
5735-Record & prerecorded 
tape stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 287 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

275
5735-Record & prerecorded 
tape stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 417 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 704 0 0 0 0

276
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 30 688 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

276
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 30 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 703 0 0 0 0
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277 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 4 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

277 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 115 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

277 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 696 0 0 0 0 

278 
8099-Health and Allied 
Services, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

278 
8099-Health and Allied 
Services, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

278 
8099-Health and Allied 
Services, n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper 14 175 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 521 175 0 0 0 

279 8361-Residential Care Source reduction Textiles 7 551 Organic 225Ibs/unk Tellus 

279 8361-Residential Care 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 132 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 683 0 0 0 0 

280 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 10 30 Organic 6.7123Ibs/unk 

280 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

280 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

280 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 20 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

280 
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Recycling Office white ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

280 
1521-General Contractors- 
Single-Family Houses 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 400 261 0 0 0 

281 4724-Travel agencies Reuse Magazines and catalogs 4 60 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA 
281 4724-Travel agencies Reuse Office white ledger 4 20 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

281 4724-Travel agencies 
Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 4 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 80 574 0 0 0 

282 7992-Public golf courses 
Reuse Remainder/composite 

Materiallast exchange 
26.25 36 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA 

282 7992-Public golf courses 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 26.25 600 Metal llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 36 0 600 0 0 

283 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Recycling Remainderlcomposite 
plastic 17 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

283 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 17 67 Plastic 0.33Ibs/unit USEPA 

283 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 17 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 589 30 0 0 0 

284 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 13 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

284 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Source reduction Bulky items 13 200 Special Waste llbs/unit 

284 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 13 180 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

284 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 13 222 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

SITE TOTAL 617 0 0 0 0 

285 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 402 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

285 
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 10 190 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

285 
5261-Retail Nursenes, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 25 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 617 0 0 0 0 

286 7389-Business services, n.e.c. 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 521 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA 
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277
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 4 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

277
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 115 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

277
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 696 0 0 0 0

278
8099-Health and Allied 
Services, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

278
8099-Health and Allied 
Services, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 14 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

278
8099-Health and Allied 
Services, n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper 14 175 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 521 175 0 0 0

279 8361-Residential Care Source reduction Textiles 7 551 Organic 225lbs/unit Tellus

279 8361-Residential Care
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 132 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 683 0 0 0 0

280
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 10 30 Organic 6.7123lbs/unit x

280
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

280
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

280
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 20 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

280
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses Recycling Office white ledger 10 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

280
1521-General Contractors-
Single-Family Houses

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 400 261 0 0 0

281 4724-Travel agencies Reuse Magazines and catalogs 4 60 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA
281 4724-Travel agencies Reuse Office white ledger 4 20 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

281 4724-Travel agencies
Scavenging Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 4 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 80 574 0 0 0

282 7992-Public golf courses
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 26.25 36 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA

282 7992-Public golf courses

Material exchange 
Remainder/composite metal 
new/expanded only 26.25 600 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 36 0 600 0 0

283 8351-Child Day Care Services
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 17 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

283 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction HDPE 
containers 17 67 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA

283 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 17 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 589 30 0 0 0

284
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 13 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

284
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Source reduction Bulky items 13 200 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

284
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 13 180 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

284
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 13 222 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

SITE TOTAL 617 0 0 0 0

285
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 10 402 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

285
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores Reuse Durable plastic items 10 190 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

285
5261-Retail Nurseries, Lawn 
and Garden Supply Stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 25 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 617 0 0 0 0

286 7389-Business services, n.e.c.
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 521 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA
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286 7389-Business services, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

286 7389-Business services, n.e.c. 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 596 0 0 0 0 

287 5461-Retail Bakeries Reuse Durable plastic items 1 594 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 594 0 0 0 0 

288 
0100-Agricultural production, 
crops Recycling Paper bags 2 120 Paper 0.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

288 
0100-Agricultural production, 
crops 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 2 100 Organic llbs/unit 

288 
0100-Agricultural production, 
crops Recycling Newspaper 2 365 Paper llbs/unit Orig. audit wts. 

SITE TOTAL 100 485 0 0 0 

289 
7993-Coin-operated amusement 
devices 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 264 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

289 
7993-Coin-operated amusement 
devices Recycling Other office paper 2 305 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

289 
7993-Coin-operated amusement 
devices 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 10 569 0 0 0 

290 
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 574 0 0 0 

291 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 574 0 0 0 0 

292 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 574 0 0 0 0 

293 8661-Religious Organizations 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 40 574 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 574 0 0 0 0 

294 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 

Mnars  

Source reduction Office white 

SledougreCe reduction 
6 521 Paper  5lbs/unit USEPA 

294 
6531-RealEstate Agents and 
Managers Remainder/composite plastic 6 38 Plastic llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 559 0 0 0 0 

295 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 4 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

295 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 4 26 Paper 2.2Ibs/unit USEPA 

295 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 558 0 0 0 0 

296 5141-Groceries, general line 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

296 5141-Groceries, general line 
Recycling Remainderlcomposite 
plastic 7 20 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 521 20 0 0 0 

297 
7371-Computer programming 
services Recycling Other office paper 2 522 Paper 10.01Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 522 0 0 0 

298 7521-Automobile Parking 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 11 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 521 0 0 0 0 

299 
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 26 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 521 0 0 0 0 

300 8711-Engineering services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 110 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 521 0 0 0 0 
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286 7389-Business services, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

286 7389-Business services, n.e.c.
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 596 0 0 0 0

287 5461-Retail Bakeries Reuse Durable plastic items 1 594 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 594 0 0 0 0

288
0100-Agricultural production, 
crops Recycling Paper bags 2 120 Paper 0.5lbs/unit USEPA

288
0100-Agricultural production, 
crops

Reuse Remainder/composite 
organic 2 100 Organic 1lbs/unit x

288
0100-Agricultural production, 
crops Recycling Newspaper 2 365 Paper 1lbs/unit Orig. audit wts.

SITE TOTAL 100 485 0 0 0

289
7993-Coin-operated amusement 
devices

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 264 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

289
7993-Coin-operated amusement 
devices Recycling Other office paper 2 305 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

289
7993-Coin-operated amusement 
devices

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 2 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 10 569 0 0 0

290
1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air 
Conditioning

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 574 0 0 0

291 8351-Child Day Care Services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 574 0 0 0 0

292
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 574 0 0 0 0

293 8661-Religious Organizations
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 40 574 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 574 0 0 0 0

294
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

294
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 38 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 559 0 0 0 0

295 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 4 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

295 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 4 26 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

295 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 558 0 0 0 0

296 5141-Groceries, general line
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

296 5141-Groceries, general line
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 7 20 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 521 20 0 0 0

297
7371-Computer programming 
services Recycling Other office paper 2 522 Paper 10.01lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 522 0 0 0

298 7521-Automobile Parking
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 11 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 521 0 0 0 0

299
8211-Elementary and 
Secondary Schools

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 26 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 521 0 0 0 0

300 8711-Engineering services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 110 521 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 521 0 0 0 0
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301 
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 52 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

301 
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 459 Paper 2.2Ib5/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 511 0 0 0 0 

302 1731-Electrical Work 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 92 Paper 2.2Ib5/unk USEPA 

302 1731-Electrical Work Reuse Office white ledger 5 30 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

302 1731-Electrical Work 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 5 Plastic 2.5Ib5/unk USEPA 

302 1731-Electrical Work Reuse PETE containers 5 39 Plastic 0.0938Ib5/unk USEPA corr. 

302 1731-Electrical Work 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 340 Metal 226.5Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 167 0 340 0 0 

303 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 15 Plastic 2.5Ib5/unk USEPA 

303 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

303 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 505 0 0 0 0 

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. 
Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily plastic 78 139 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 78 60 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 78 8 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 78 12 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper 78 275 Paper llbs/unit 
SITE TOTAL 218 275 0 0 0 

305 
8051-Skilled Nursing Care 
Facilities 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 35 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

305 
8051-Sla11led Nursing Care 
Facilities 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 35 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 490 0 0 0 0 

306 
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 344 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

306 
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 130 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 475 0 0 0 0 

307 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

307 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

307 
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 172 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 463 0 0 0 0 

308 5599-Automotive Dealers, n.e.c. 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 1 0 Metal llbs/unit 

308 5599-Automotive Dealers, n.e.c. 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 459 0 0 0 0 

309 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 459 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 459 0 0 0 0 

310 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 430 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 430 0 0 0 

311 
6211-Security Brokers, Dealers 
and Flotation Companies 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 60 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

311 
6211-Security Brokers, Dealers 
and Flotation Companies Recycling Other office paper 30 96 Paper 81bs/unit USEPA 

311 

County of San Diego 

6211-Security Brokers, Dealers 
and Flotation Companies 

Unincorporated Areas 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 261 
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301
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 52 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

301
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c.

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 511 0 0 0 0

302 1731-Electrical Work
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 92 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

302 1731-Electrical Work Reuse Office white ledger 5 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

302 1731-Electrical Work
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

302 1731-Electrical Work Reuse PETE containers 5 39 Plastic 0.0938lbs/unit USEPA corr.

302 1731-Electrical Work
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 5 340 Metal 226.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 167 0 340 0 0

303 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

303 8351-Child Day Care Services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 7 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

303 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 505 0 0 0 0

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c.
Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily plastic 78 139 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 78 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c.
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 78 8 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c.
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 78 12 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

304 8748-Business consulting, n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper 78 275 Paper 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 218 275 0 0 0

305
8051-Skilled Nursing Care 
Facilities

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 35 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

305
8051-Skilled Nursing Care 
Facilities

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 35 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 490 0 0 0 0

306
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 6 344 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

306
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 475 0 0 0 0

307
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

307
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

307
6513-Operators of Apartment 
Buildings

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 172 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 463 0 0 0 0

308 5599-Automotive Dealers, n.e.c.
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 1 0 Metal 1lbs/unit x

308 5599-Automotive Dealers, n.e.c.
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 459 0 0 0 0

309
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 459 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 459 0 0 0 0

310 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c.
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 430 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 430 0 0 0

311
6211-Security Brokers, Dealers 
and Flotation Companies

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 30 60 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

311
6211-Security Brokers, Dealers 
and Flotation Companies Recycling Other office paper 30 96 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

311
6211-Security Brokers, Dealers 
and Flotation Companies

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 30 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
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SITE TOTAL 321 96 0 0 0 

312 
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables Recycling Wood pallets 11 400 Pallets 40Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 400 0 0 0 

313 
3496-Misc. fabricated wire 
products 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 7 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unk USEPA 

313 
3496-Misc. fabricated wire Source reduction Durable plastic 

items 10 46 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

313 
3496-Misc. fabricated wire 
products 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 10 330 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 383 0 0 0 0 

314 5331-Variety Stores Reuse Film plastic 4 156 Plastic llbs/unit 

314 5331-Variety Stores 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 209 Paper 41bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 365 0 0 0 0 

315 7231-Beauty Shops 
Source reduction Magazines 
and catalogs 5 360 Paper 31bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 360 0 0 0 0 

316 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 300 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

316 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 10 18 Plastic 31bs/unit USEPA 

316 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 348 0 0 0 0 

317 3451-Screw machine products 
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 6 0 400 Metal llbs/unit 

317 3451-Screw machine products 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

317 3451-Screw machine products 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 132 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

317 3451-Screw machine products 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6 10 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

317 3451-Screw machine products 
Source reduction Other office 
paper 6 96 Paper 81bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 243 0 0 400 0 0 

318 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 12 0 Organic 250Ibs/unk 

California Turf 
Grass Study 

318 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 132 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

318 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 60 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

318 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Source reduction Bulky items 12 50 Special Waste llbs/unit 

318 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 30 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

318 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Tires 12 30 Special Waste 20Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 272 30 0 0 0 

319 
8412-Museums and Art 
Galleries 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 229 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

319 
8412-Museums and Art 
Galleries Reuse Office white ledger 15 52 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 282 0 0 0 0 

320 
5231-Paint, Glass, and Reuse Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard 5 229 Paper 2.21b5/unit USEPA 

320 
5231-faint,and 
Wallpaper Stores 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 52 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 282 0 0 0 0 

321 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3.5 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

321 

County of San Diego 

8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists 

Unincorporated Areas 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3.5 261 

Section 9B - All Non -Residential Audits 

Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 
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SITE TOTAL 321 96 0 0 0

312
5148-Fresh fruits and 
vegetables Recycling Wood pallets 11 400 Pallets 40lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 400 0 0 0

313
3496-Misc. fabricated wire 
products

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 7 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

313
3496-Misc. fabricated wire 
products

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 10 46 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

313
3496-Misc. fabricated wire 
products

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 10 330 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 383 0 0 0 0

314 5331-Variety Stores Reuse Film plastic 4 156 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

314 5331-Variety Stores
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 209 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 365 0 0 0 0

315 7231-Beauty Shops
Source reduction Magazines 
and catalogs 5 360 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 360 0 0 0 0

316

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 10 300 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

316

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 10 18 Plastic 3lbs/unit USEPA

316

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 10 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 348 0 0 0 0

317 3451-Screw machine products
Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 6 0         100 Metal 1lbs/unit x

317 3451-Screw machine products
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 6 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

317 3451-Screw machine products
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 6 132 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

317 3451-Screw machine products
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 6 10 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

317 3451-Screw machine products
Source reduction Other office 
paper 6 96 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 243 0 0         100 0 0

318
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Leaves and 
grass 12 0 Organic 250lbs/unit

California Turf 
Grass Study

318
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 132 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

318
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

318
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Source reduction Bulky items 12 50 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x

318
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 12 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

318
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Recycling Tires 12 30 Special Waste 20lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 272 30 0 0 0

319
8412-Museums and Art 
Galleries

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 15 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

319
8412-Museums and Art 
Galleries Reuse Office white ledger 15 52 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 282 0 0 0 0

320
5231-Paint, Glass, and 
Wallpaper Stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 5 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

320
5231-Paint, Glass, and 
Wallpaper Stores

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 52 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 282 0 0 0 0

321
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3.5 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

321
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3.5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA
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SITE TOTAL 271 0 0 0 0 

322 7389-Business services, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 0 0 0 0 

323 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 261 0 0 0 0 

324 7231-Beauty Shops 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 229 Paper 2.21b5/unit USEPA 

324 7231-Beauty Shops Reuse Misc. plastic containers 4 26 Plastic 0.05Ibs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 256 0 0 0 0 

325 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

325 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. Reuse Office white ledger 2 30 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

325 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 2 156 Plastic 1.51b5/unit USEPA 

325 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. plastic 2 6 
Reuse Remainder/composite 

 

Plastic 2.51bs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 253 0 0 0 0 

326 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 9 248 Plastic 1.91bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 248 0 0 0 0 

327 
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 15 228 Plastic 1.91bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 228 0 0 0 0 

328 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 

ge 
6
M

53
an

1
a
- 

Source reduction Office white 

Sourceledge reduction Office white 
20 130 Paper 5lb5/unit USEPA 

328 
Rer l Estate Agents and 

Managers ledger 20 86 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 216 0 0 0 0 

329 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 55 Paper 2.21bs/unit USEPA 

329 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 101 Paper 41bs/unit USEPA 

329 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Misc. plastic 
containers 12 46 Plastic 0.05Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 202 0 0 0 0 

330 8713-Surveying services Recycling Office white ledger 7 62 Paper 0.01181bs/unit USEPA 

330 8713-Surveying services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 30 Plastic 2.51bs/unit USEPA 

330 8713-Surveying services 
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 7 9 Plastic llbs/unit 

330 8713-Surveying services Material exchange Bulky items 7 100 Special Waste llbs/unit 
SITE TOTAL 130 71 0 0 0 

331 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 6 95 Plastic 1.91bs/unit USEPA 

331 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Material exchange Manures 
(nonag use only) 6 0 Organic 1252Ibs/unit Tellus 
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SITE TOTAL 271 0 0 0 0

322 7389-Business services, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 6 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 0 0 0 0

323 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 261 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 261 0 0 0 0

324 7231-Beauty Shops
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4 229 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

324 7231-Beauty Shops Reuse Misc. plastic containers 4 26 Plastic 0.05lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 256 0 0 0 0

325 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

325 7319-Advertising, n.e.c. Reuse Office white ledger 2 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

325 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 2 156 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

325 7319-Advertising, n.e.c.
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 2 6 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 253 0 0 0 0

326 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 9 248 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 248 0 0 0 0

327
7532-Top & body repair & paint 
shops

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 15 228 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 228 0 0 0 0

328
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

328
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 20 86 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 216 0 0 0 0

329 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 55 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

329 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 12 101 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

329 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Misc. plastic 
containers 12 46 Plastic 0.05lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 202 0 0 0 0

330 8713-Surveying services Recycling Office white ledger 7 62 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

330 8713-Surveying services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 7 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

330 8713-Surveying services
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 7 9 Plastic 1lbs/unit x

330 8713-Surveying services Material exchange Bulky items 7 100 Special Waste 1lbs/unit x
SITE TOTAL 130 71 0 0 0

331
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items 6 95 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

331
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Material exchange Manures 
(nonag use only) 6 0 Organic 1252lbs/unit Tellus
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331 
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c. 

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 6 100 Metal llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 95 0 100 0 0 

332 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 30 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

332 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 60 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

332 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

332 8399-Social Services, n.e.c. 
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 5 78 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 178 0 0 0 0 

333 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger ledger 3 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

333 
6531-RealEstate Agents and 
Managers 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 40 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 130 40 0 0 0 

334 8661-Religious Organizations 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 53 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

334 8661-Religious Organizations 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 104 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 157 0 0 0 0 

335 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 10 91 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

335 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Other office 
paper 10 52 Paper llbs/unit 

335 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 10 10 Metal llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 143 0 10 0 0 

336 8111-Legal Services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 130 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

336 8111-Legal Services 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 15 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 145 0 0 0 0 

337 
8042-Offices and clinics of 
optometrists 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 4 30 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

337 
8042-Offices and clinics of Source reduction 

Remainder/composite glass 4 100 Glass llbs/unit 

337 
8042-Offices and clinics of 
optometrists 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 10 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 140 0 0 0 0 

338 
5122-Drugs, Drug Proprietaries 
and Druggists' Sundries 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 5 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

338 
5122-Drugs, Drug Proprietaries 
and Druggists' Sundries 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 7 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

338 
5122-Drugs, Drug Proprietaries 
and Druggists' Sundries 

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 5 111 E-Waste 55.5Ibs/unit LA Study 

SITE TOTAL 123 0 0 0 0 

339 7231-Beauty Shops 
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite plastic 11 18 Plastic 1.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

339 7231-Beauty Shops 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 96 Paper 41bs/unit USEPA 

339 7231-Beauty Shops 
Source reduction Misc. plastic 
containers 11 7 Plastic 0.0469Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 121 0 0 0 0 

340 
7322-Adjustment & collection 
services 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 90 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

340 
7322-Adjustment & collection 
services 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 26 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 116 0 0 0 0 

341 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1 23 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

341 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1 92 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 115 0 0 0 0 
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331
7999-Amusement and 
recreation, n.e.c.

Recycling Other ferrous metals 
new/expanded only 6 100 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 95 0 100 0 0

332 8399-Social Services, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

332 8399-Social Services, n.e.c.
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

332 8399-Social Services, n.e.c.
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

332 8399-Social Services, n.e.c.
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 5 78 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 178 0 0 0 0

333
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

333
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 3 40 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 130 40 0 0 0

334 8661-Religious Organizations
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 53 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

334 8661-Religious Organizations
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 104 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 157 0 0 0 0

335 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 10 91 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

335 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Other office 
paper 10 52 Paper 1lbs/unit x

335 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Other ferrous 
metals new/expanded only 10 10 Metal 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 143 0 10 0 0

336 8111-Legal Services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 130 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

336 8111-Legal Services
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 3 15 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 145 0 0 0 0

337
8042-Offices and clinics of 
optometrists

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 4 30 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

337
8042-Offices and clinics of 
optometrists

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite glass 4 100 Glass 1lbs/unit x

337
8042-Offices and clinics of 
optometrists

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 10 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 140 0 0 0 0

338
5122-Drugs, Drug Proprietaries 
and Druggists' Sundries

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 5 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

338
5122-Drugs, Drug Proprietaries 
and Druggists' Sundries

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 7 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

338
5122-Drugs, Drug Proprietaries 
and Druggists' Sundries

Source reduction E-Waste 
primarily metal 5 111 E-Waste 55.5lbs/unit LA Study

SITE TOTAL 123 0 0 0 0

339 7231-Beauty Shops
Material exchange 
Remainder/composite plastic 11 18 Plastic 1.5lbs/unit USEPA

339 7231-Beauty Shops
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 11 96 Paper 4lbs/unit USEPA

339 7231-Beauty Shops
Source reduction Misc. plastic 
containers 11 7 Plastic 0.0469lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 121 0 0 0 0

340
7322-Adjustment & collection 
services

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 90 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

340
7322-Adjustment & collection 
services

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 26 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 116 0 0 0 0

341
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 1 23 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

341
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1 92 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 115 0 0 0 0
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342 
5511-Motor Vehicle Dealers 
(New and Used) 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 115 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 115 0 0 0 0 

343 
5065-Electronic parts and 
equipment 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 115 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 115 0 0 0 

344 
7911-Dance Studios, Schools 
and Halls 

Source reduction Magazines 
and catalogs . 1 81 Paper 20.3Ibs/unit UCLA /sh 

344 
7911-Dance Studios, Schools 
and Halls 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 1 26 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 108 0 0 0 0 

345 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Reuse Magazines and catalogs 4 5 Paper 31bs/unit USEPA 

345 
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Recycling Other office paper 4 96 Paper 81bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 5 96 0 0 0 

346 
8742-Management consulting 
services 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 26 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

346 
8742-Management consulting 
services Recycling Other office paper 1 51 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 26 51 0 0 0 

347 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 5 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

347 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 

Mnars  

Source reduction 
3osit plastic 

SourceRemaindreedriwkmin 
5 10 

6531-Real 
 

Estate Agents and 
Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

347 Managers ledger 5 60 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 75 0 0 0 0 

348 
8099-Health and Allied 
Services, n.e.c. 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 75 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 75 0 0 0 0 

349 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Source reduction Other office 
paper 2 13 Paper 25.41Ibs/unit USEPA 

349 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 26 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

349 
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers 

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 26 Paper 2.2Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 13 53 0 0 0 

350 5812-Eating places 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 63 Paper 0.12Ibs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 63 0 0 0 0 

351 
4311-United States Postal 
Service 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 60 0 0 0 0 

352 

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 60 0 0 0 0 

353 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4.5 40 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA 

353 8351-Child Day Care Services 
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4.5 20 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 59 0 0 0 0 

354 
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c. 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2.5 52 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 52 0 0 0 0 

355 

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 9 50 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 50 0 0 0 0 

356 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 20 40 Plastic 0.4Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 
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342
5511-Motor Vehicle Dealers 
(New and Used)

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 115 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 115 0 0 0 0

343
5065-Electronic parts and 
equipment

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 115 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 115 0 0 0

344
7911-Dance Studios, Schools 
and Halls

Source reduction Magazines 
and catalogs 1 81 Paper 20.3lbs/unit UCLA /sh

344
7911-Dance Studios, Schools 
and Halls

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 1 26 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 108 0 0 0 0

345
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Reuse Magazines and catalogs 4 5 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

345
8021-Offices and Clinics of 
Dentists Recycling Other office paper 4 96 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 5 96 0 0 0

346
8742-Management consulting 
services

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 26 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

346
8742-Management consulting 
services Recycling Other office paper 1 51 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 26 51 0 0 0

347
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 5 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

347
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 5 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

347
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 5 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 75 0 0 0 0

348
8099-Health and Allied 
Services, n.e.c.

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 60 75 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 75 0 0 0 0

349
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Source reduction Other office 
paper 2 13 Paper 25.41lbs/unit USEPA

349
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 26 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

349
6531-Real Estate Agents and 
Managers

Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 26 Paper 2.2lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 13 53 0 0 0

350 5812-Eating places
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 7 63 Paper 0.12lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 63 0 0 0 0

351
4311-United States Postal 
Service

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 60 0 0 0 0

352

1611-Highway and Street 
Construction, Except Elevated 
Highways

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 3 60 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 60 0 0 0 0

353 8351-Child Day Care Services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4.5 40 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

353 8351-Child Day Care Services
Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 4.5 20 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 59 0 0 0 0

354
7539-Automotive repair shops, 
n.e.c.

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2.5 52 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 52 0 0 0 0

355

1542-General Contractors-
Nonresidential Buildings, Other 
Than Industrial Buildings and 
Warehouses

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 9 50 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 50 0 0 0 0

356 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies Reuse Durable plastic items 20 40 Plastic 0.4lbs/unit UCLA /sh
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356 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies 
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 20 8 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 48 0 0 0 0 

357 8661-Religious Organizations 
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 300 40 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 40 0 0 0 0 

358 5812-Eating places Reuse HOPE containers 35 34 Plastic 0.331bs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 34 0 0 0 0 

359 8111-Legal Services Recycling Other office paper 1 16 Paper 81bs/unit USEPA 

359 8111-Legal Services 
Reuse Remainder/composite 

roust 
1 3 Plastic 2.51b5/unit USEPA 

359 8111-Legal Services 
reduction Office white 

ledger 1 15 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 18 16 0 0 0 

360 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 33 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

360 
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers Reuse HDPE containers 1 0 Plastic 0.0625Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 33 0 0 0 0 

361 
7299-Miscellaneous personal 
services, n.e.c. 

Source reduction Magazines 
and catalogs 4 32 Paper 31bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 32 0 0 0 0 

362 
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents 

Source reduction Other office 
paper 4 32 Paper 81bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 32 0 0 0 0 

363 
4225-General warehousing and 
storage 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 31 Paper 0.0118Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 31 0 0 0 0 

364 
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c. Reuse Textiles 2 30 Organic 30Ibs/unit LA Co 11.98 

SITE TOTAL 30 0 0 0 0 

365 
2721-Periodicals: Publishing, or 
Publishing and Printing 

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 30 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 30 0 0 0 0 

366 
5699-Miscellaneous Apparel 
and Accessory Stores 

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 26 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 26 0 0 0 0 

367 
5731-Radio, TV, & electronic 
stores 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 26 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 26 0 0 0 0 

368 8661-Religious Organizations 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2.5 26 Paper 51bs/unit USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 26 0 0 0 0 

369 
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary 

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 20 Paper 1.1Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 20 0 0 0 0 

370 
7538-General automotive repair 
shops 

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 2 15 Plastic 1.9Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 15 0 0 0 0 

371 5541-Gasoline Service Stations 
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 5 10 Plastic 2.5Ibs/unk USEPA 

SITE TOTAL 0 10 0 0 0 

372 7231-Beauty Shops Recycling HOPE containers 8.5 3 Plastic 0.1Ibs/unk UCLA /sh 
SITE TOTAL 0 3 0 0 0 

373 7241-Barber Shops Reuse Misc. plastic containers 1 1 Plastic 0.0469Ibs/unk USEPA 
SITE TOTAL 1 0 0 0 0 

374 8661-Religious Organizations 
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2.5 0 Paper llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 
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356 5193-Flowers & florists' supplies
Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic 20 8 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 48 0 0 0 0

357 8661-Religious Organizations
Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 300 40 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 40 0 0 0 0

358 5812-Eating places Reuse HDPE containers 35 34 Plastic 0.33lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 34 0 0 0 0

359 8111-Legal Services Recycling Other office paper 1 16 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

359 8111-Legal Services
Reuse Remainder/composite 
plastic 1 3 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

359 8111-Legal Services
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 1 15 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 18 16 0 0 0

360
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 33 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

360
5211-Lumber and Other 
Building Materials Dealers Reuse HDPE containers 1 0 Plastic 0.0625lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 33 0 0 0 0

361
7299-Miscellaneous personal 
services, n.e.c.

Source reduction Magazines 
and catalogs 4 32 Paper 3lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 32 0 0 0 0

362
6162-Mortgage Bankers and 
Loan Correspondents

Source reduction Other office 
paper 4 32 Paper 8lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 32 0 0 0 0

363
4225-General warehousing and 
storage

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 4 31 Paper 0.0118lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 31 0 0 0 0

364
8059-Nursing and Personal 
Care Facilities, n.e.c. Reuse Textiles 2 30 Organic 30lbs/unit LA Co 11.98

SITE TOTAL 30 0 0 0 0

365
2721-Periodicals: Publishing, or 
Publishing and Printing

Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2 30 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 30 0 0 0 0

366
5699-Miscellaneous Apparel 
and Accessory Stores

Source reduction Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 5 26 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 26 0 0 0 0

367
5731-Radio, TV, & electronic 
stores

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 1 26 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 26 0 0 0 0

368 8661-Religious Organizations
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2.5 26 Paper 5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 26 0 0 0 0

369
0752-Animal Specialty Services, 
Except Veterinary

Reuse Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard 2 20 Paper 1.1lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 20 0 0 0 0

370
7538-General automotive repair 
shops

Source reduction Durable plastic 
items 2 15 Plastic 1.9lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 15 0 0 0 0

371 5541-Gasoline Service Stations
Recycling Remainder/composite 
plastic 5 10 Plastic 2.5lbs/unit USEPA

SITE TOTAL 0 10 0 0 0

372 7231-Beauty Shops Recycling HDPE containers 8.5 3 Plastic 0.1lbs/unit UCLA /sh
SITE TOTAL 0 3 0 0 0

373 7241-Barber Shops Reuse Misc. plastic containers 1 1 Plastic 0.0469lbs/unit USEPA
SITE TOTAL 1 0 0 0 0

374 8661-Religious Organizations
Source reduction Office white 
ledger 2.5 0 Paper 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0
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375 
3281-Cut 
Products 

Stone and Stone Reuse Rock, soil and 
new/expanded only 

fines 
25 0 

Construction 
Demolition 

and 
llbs/unit 

SITE TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL LIN 9,228,732 43,4130,721 11,676,303 45,489,337 2,432477 2856,327 4,157,600 443,293,266 8,990,819  12,008,198 

'TOTAL Tons I I I I 4,518.82 —6,70(136I 5,1338.15 7,7^".67I 1,21624 1,^28.1GI 2,078.80 71,646.631 4,49541 6,004401 I I I 
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375
3281-Cut Stone and Stone 
Products

Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 25 0

Construction and 
Demolition 1lbs/unit x

SITE TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0

TOTAL LBS 9,228,732   13,400,721 11,676,303   15,489,337 2,432,477  2,856,327 4,157,600   143,293,266 8,990,819    12,008,198

TOTAL Tons 4,518.82     6,700.36 5,838.15     7,744.67 1,216.24     1,428.16 2,078.80       71,646.63 4,495.41       6,004.10
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Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings, Diversion Tonnage and Deductions for San Diego Unincorporated County 

Generator Identification 
Material Type/Prgrm 

Activity 
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology 
Verification 

Findings (tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 

#1 Construction C&D Recycling 55,974.99 
900 Cubic Yards per week @ 
2,385 lbs/cubic yard 0.00 

The business generates both clean dirt and dirt mixed 
with concrete, asphalt, and rock. The clean dirt is not 
considered a normally disposed waste type and the 
mixed dirt is taken to another facility that is also 
included in the diversion study, so the tonnage was 
deducted to avoid double counting. 

Subtotal #1 55,974.99 0.00 

#2 Construction 
Source Reduction of Rock, 
Soil, and fines 1,591.17 

25 cubic yards per week @ 
2,441 lbs/cubic yard for loose 
sand 0.00 

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount because it is not generated 
within the Unincorporated County. On a follow-up 
verification the business identified two of there other 
facilities located in San Diego County. One facility is 
located within the City of San Diego and the waste is 
considered generated within the City of San Diego. 
The other facility is located within the Unincorporated 
County. However, the waste from the facility in the 
Unincorporated County is taken to another facility for 
recycling. The other facility is already included in the 
County's new base year diversion study. 

Recycling Office Paper 3.31 
five 33 gallon containers per 
week @ 25 lbs/33 gallons 0.00 

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount. 

Reuse Concrete 7,919.20 

2,025 cubic feet of wet 
concrete per week @ 150 
lbs/ cubic foot 0.00 

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount. 

Reuse Rock, Soil, and 
Fines 2,386.76 

37.5 cubic yards per week @ 
2441 lbs/cubic yard. 0.00 

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount. 

Source Reduction Paper 
Bags 1.30 0.5 lbs/unit 0.00 

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount. 

Recycling Cardboard 2.61 
2 cubic yards per week @ 50 
lbs per cubic yard 0.00 

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount. 

1 
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Generator Identification
Material Type/Prgrm 

Activity
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology
Verification 

Findings (tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology

#1 Construction C&D Recycling 55,974.99
900 Cubic Yards per week @ 
2,385 lbs/cubic yard 0.00

The business generates both clean dirt and dirt mixed 
with concrete, asphalt, and rock. The clean dirt is not 
considered a normally disposed waste type and the 
mixed dirt is taken to another facility that is also 
included in the diversion study, so the tonnage was 
deducted to avoid double counting.

    Subtotal #1 55,974.99 0.00  

#2 Construction
Source Reduction of Rock, 
Soil, and fines 1,591.17

25 cubic yards per week @ 
2,441 lbs/cubic yard for loose 
sand 0.00

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount because it is not generated 
within the Unincorporated County. On a follow-up 
verification the business identified two of there other 
facilities located in San Diego County. One facility is 
located within the City of San Diego and the waste is 
considered generated within the City of San Diego. 
The other facility is located within the Unincorporated 
County. However, the waste from the facility in the 
Unincorporated County is taken to another facility for 
recycling. The other facility is already included in the 
County's new base year diversion study.

Recycling Office Paper 3.31
five 33 gallon containers per 
week @ 25 lbs/33 gallons 0.00

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount.   

Reuse Concrete 7,919.20

2,025 cubic feet of wet 
concrete per week @ 150 
lbs/ cubic foot 0.00

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount.   

Reuse Rock, Soil, and 
Fines 2,386.76

37.5 cubic yards per week @ 
2441 lbs/cubic yard. 0.00

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount.   

Source Reduction Paper 
Bags 1.30 0.5 lbs/unit 0.00

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount.   

Recycling Cardboard 2.61
2 cubic yards per week @ 50 
lbs per cubic yard 0.00

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount.   

Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings, Diversion Tonnage and Deductions for San Diego Unincorporated County
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 23 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 3 

Generator Identification 
Material Type/Prgrm 

Activity 
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology 
Verification 

Findings (tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 

Source Reduction of Rock, 
Soil, and fines 1,675.72 

25 cubic yards per week @ 
2,571 lbs/cubic yard for loose 
rock. 0.00 

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount. 

Recycling Metals 76.10 
14 cubic yards per month @ 
906 lbs per cubic yard 0.00 

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount. 

Reuse Cardboard 0.11 2.2 lbs/unit 0.00 

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount. 

Recycling Wood Pallets 25.20 
105 wood pallets per month 
@ 40 lbs/pallet 0.00 

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount. 

Source Reduction 
Remainder/composite 
plastic 0.08 2.5 lbs/unit 0.00 

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount. 

Source Reduction Tires 2.67 
66.67 tires per year @ 80 lbs 
per truck tire 0.00 

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount. 

Subtotal #2 13,684.23 0.00 

#3 Recreation 
Source Reduction Leaves 
and Grass 1,629.46 

250 acres of grass 
grasscycled @ 6.5 tons per 
acre per year for 
grasscycling. 715.00 

The facility contacts stated that they have 110 acres of 
mowable grass. They confirmed that the 110 acres is 
all grasscycled. Used the same conversion factor of 
6.5 tons per acre per year. 

Composting Manures 4,807.68 
640 cubic yards per week @ 
1,252 lbs per cubic yard 1,302.08 

The facility contacts stated that they fill one 40 cubic 
yard bin every week and send the material to a 
compost facility. Used the same conversion factor of 
1,252 lbs per cubic yard. 

Source Reduction Wood 
Chips 5.00 

20 cubic yards per year @ 
500 lbs per cubic yard 5.00 

The facility confirmed that they chip tree branches and 
use for mulch on site. They also confirmed that the 
amount reported is accurate. 

Subtotal #3 6,442.14 2,022.08 

#4 Recreation Recycling Wood Chips 1,825.00 
140 cubic yards per week @ 
500 lbs per cubic yard 1,825.00 

The facility verified that the number of cubic yards is 
accurate through billing reports. The material is 
manure and wood shavings mixed. The conversion 
factor used, 500 lbs/cubic yard, is consistent with other 
studies for mixed horse manure and wood shavings. 
The diversion activity was listed under recycling by the 
County. However, Board staff listed it under 
composting. 
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Activity
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(tons) NBY Methodology
Verification 

Findings (tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology

Source Reduction of Rock, 
Soil, and fines 1,675.72

25 cubic yards per week @ 
2,571 lbs/cubic yard for loose 
rock. 0.00

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount.   

Recycling Metals 76.10
14 cubic yards per month @ 
906 lbs per cubic yard 0.00

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount.   

Reuse Cardboard 0.11 2.2 lbs/unit 0.00

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount.   

Recycling Wood Pallets 25.20
105 wood pallets per month 
@ 40 lbs/pallet 0.00

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount.   

Source Reduction 
Remainder/composite 
plastic 0.08 2.5 lbs/unit 0.00

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount.   

Source Reduction Tires 2.67
66.67 tires per year @ 80 lbs 
per truck tire 0.00

The facility is located within the City of Escondido and 
not in the Unincorporated County. Therefore, the 
diversion cannot be counted in the Unincorporated 
County's diversion amount.   

    Subtotal #2 13,684.23 0.00  

#3 Recreation
Source Reduction Leaves 
and Grass 1,629.46

250 acres of grass 
grasscycled @ 6.5 tons per 
acre per year for 
grasscycling. 715.00

The facility contacts stated that they have 110 acres of 
mowable grass. They confirmed that the 110 acres is 
all grasscycled. Used the same conversion factor of 
6.5 tons per acre per year.

Composting Manures 4,807.68
640 cubic yards per week @ 
1,252 lbs per cubic yard 1,302.08

The facility contacts stated that they fill one 40 cubic 
yard bin every week and send the material to a 
compost facility. Used the same conversion factor of 
1,252 lbs per cubic yard.

Source Reduction Wood 
Chips 5.00

20 cubic yards per year @ 
500 lbs per cubic yard 5.00

The facility confirmed that they chip tree branches and 
use for mulch on site. They also confirmed that the 
amount reported is accurate.

    Subtotal #3 6,442.14 2,022.08  

#4 Recreation Recycling Wood Chips 1,825.00
140 cubic yards per week @ 
500 lbs per cubic yard 1,825.00

The facility verified that the number of cubic yards is 
accurate through billing reports. The material is 
manure and wood shavings mixed. The conversion 
factor used, 500 lbs/cubic yard, is consistent with other 
studies for mixed horse manure and wood shavings.  
The diversion activity was listed under recycling by the 
County. However, Board staff listed it under 
composting.
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 23 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 3 

Generator Identification 
Material Type/Prgrm 

Activity 
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology 
Verification 

Findings (tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 

Recycling Hay 70.39 
540 cubic yards of hay per 
week @ 5 lbs per cubic yard 25.92 

This diversion is actually green waste composting. The 
facility billing report showed that they divert 40 cubic 
yards per month. The USEPA conversion factor for 
mixed yard waste is 108 lbs per cubic yard. The 
diversion activity was listed under recycling by the 
County. However, Board staff listed it under 
composting. 

Subtotal #4 1,895.39 1,850.92 

#6 Flowers and Floral 
Supplies Recycling Office Paper 7.37 

twenty nine 55 gallon bins 
per month @ 42.35 lbs per 
55 gallons 7.73 

The Facility confirmed that the amount of recycled 
paper included in the study is accurate. 

Reuse 1 gallon plastic pots 485.00 
1,940,000 plastic 1 gallon 
plant pots @ 0.5 lbs each 0.00 

The basis for deduction is returned products that are 
resold. The facility never considered the material to be 
waste and therefore, there is no net reduction in 
disposal. 

Reuse 2 gallon plastic pots 339.50 
970,000 plastic 2 gallon plant 
pots @ 0.7 lbs each 0.00 

Amount included in the 1 gallon plastic pot total, so the 
amount was deducted to avoid double counting. 

Reuse Tires 1.92 
4 tires per month @ 80 lbs 
per truck tire 0.00 

The facility contacts stated that they do not reuse tires. 

Recycling Tires 1.20 
10 tires per month @ 20 lbs 
per tire 1.20 

The facility confirmed that they recycle their tires 
through a tire recycler. 

Reuse 3 gallon plastic pots 436.50 
970,000 plastic 3 gallon plant 
pots @ 0.9 lbs each 0.00 

Amount included in the 1 gallon plastic pot total. 

Recycling Scrap Metal 6.61 
0.28 cubic yards per week @ 
906 lbs per cubic yard 0.00 

This is a restricted waste type that the facility has been 
recycling for over 20 years. They were unable to 
demonstrate how they meet the restricted waste 
criteria. 

Composting Leaves and 
Grass 5.21 

140 cubic yards per year @ 
74.42 lbs per cubic yard for 
pine needles 151.20 

The material is root balls not pine needles. The facility 
confirmed that they compost 2,800 cubic yards per 
year. A conversion factor of 108 lbs per cubic yard for 
mixed yard trimmings was used. 

Subtotal #6 1,283.31 160.13 

#78 Plastering, drywall, 
and insulation 

Gypsum Recycling (inert 
restricted waste) 20.00 11b/unit 20.00 

The material was listed as inert C&D recycling. 
Gypsum is not considered a restricted waste type. 
Therefore, the amounnt has been moved to another 
catigory. 

Subtotal #78 20.00 20.00 
#8 Roofing, siding, and 
sheet metal Recycling Scrap Metal 92.88 11b/unit 0.00 

The County did not demonstrate how this diversion 
meets the restricted waste criteria. 

#55 Industrial machinery 
and equipment Recycling Scrap Metal 21.74 906 lbs/unit 0.00 

The diversion began prior to 1990 and the County was 
unable to demonstrate how the diversion activity meets 
the restricted waste criteria. 

#66 Commercial Printing Recycling Scrap Metal 0.25 1 lb/unit 0.00 

The diversion began prior to 1990 and the County was 
unable to demonstrate how the diversion activity meets 
the restricted waste criteria. 
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(tons) NBY Methodology
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Findings (tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology

Recycling Hay 70.39
540 cubic yards of hay per 
week @ 5 lbs per cubic yard 25.92

This diversion is actually green waste composting. The 
facility billing report showed that they divert 40 cubic 
yards per month. The USEPA conversion factor for 
mixed yard waste is 108 lbs per cubic yard. The 
diversion activity was listed under recycling by the 
County. However, Board staff listed it under 
composting.

    Subtotal #4 1,895.39 1,850.92  

#6 Flowers and Floral 
Supplies Recycling Office Paper 7.37

twenty nine 55 gallon bins 
per month @ 42.35 lbs per 
55 gallons 7.73

The Facility confirmed that the amount of recycled 
paper included in the study is accurate.

Reuse 1 gallon plastic pots 485.00
1,940,000 plastic 1 gallon 
plant pots @ 0.5 lbs each 0.00

The basis for deduction is returned products that are 
resold. The facility never considered the material to be 
waste and therefore, there is no net reduction in 
disposal.

Reuse 2 gallon plastic pots 339.50
970,000 plastic 2 gallon plant 
pots @ 0.7 lbs each 0.00

Amount included in the 1 gallon plastic pot total, so the 
amount was deducted to avoid double counting.

Reuse Tires 1.92
4 tires per month @ 80 lbs 
per truck tire 0.00

The facility contacts stated that they do not reuse tires.

Recycling Tires 1.20
10 tires per month @ 20 lbs 
per tire 1.20

The facility confirmed that they recycle their tires 
through a tire recycler.

Reuse 3 gallon plastic pots 436.50
970,000 plastic 3 gallon plant 
pots @ 0.9 lbs each 0.00

Amount included in the 1 gallon plastic pot total.

Recycling Scrap Metal 6.61
0.28 cubic yards per week @ 
906 lbs per cubic yard 0.00

This is a restricted waste type that the facility has been 
recycling for over 20 years. They were unable to 
demonstrate how they meet the restricted waste 
criteria.

Composting Leaves and 
Grass 5.21

140 cubic yards per year @ 
74.42 lbs per cubic yard for 
pine needles 151.20

The material is root balls not pine needles. The facility 
confirmed that they compost 2,800 cubic yards per 
year. A conversion factor of 108 lbs per cubic yard for 
mixed yard trimmings was used.

    Subtotal #6 1,283.31 160.13

#78 Plastering, drywall, 
and insulation

Gypsum Recycling (inert 
restricted waste) 20.00 1lb/unit 20.00

The material was listed as inert C&D recycling. 
Gypsum is not considered a restricted waste type. 
Therefore, the amounnt has been moved to another 
catigory.

    Subtotal #78 20.00 20.00
#8 Roofing, siding, and 
sheet metal Recycling Scrap Metal 92.88 1lb/unit 0.00

The County did not demonstrate how this diversion 
meets the restricted waste criteria.

#55 Industrial machinery 
and equipment Recycling Scrap Metal 21.74 906 lbs/unit 0.00

The diversion began prior to 1990 and the County was 
unable to demonstrate how the diversion activity meets
the restricted waste criteria.

#66 Commercial Printing Recycling Scrap Metal 0.25 1 lb/unit 0.00

The diversion began prior to 1990 and the County was 
unable to demonstrate how the diversion activity meets
the restricted waste criteria.
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Generator Identification 
Material Type/Prgrm 

Activity 
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology 
Verification 

Findings (tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 

#110 Fabricated 
Structural Metal Recycling Scrap Metal 3.62 906 lbs/unit 0.00 

The diversion began prior to 1990 and the County was 
unable to demonstrate how the diversion activity meets 
the restricted waste criteria. 

#166 Plumbing, heating, 
and air Recycling White Goods 0.95 158.6 lbs/unit 0.00 

The diversion began prior to 1990 and the County was 
unable to demonstrate how the diversion activity meets 
the restricted waste criteria. 

#213 Industrial Machinery Recycling Scrap Metal 0.31 906 lbs/unit 0.00 

The diversion began prior to 1990 and the County was 
unable to demonstrate how the diversion activity meets 
the restricted waste criteria. 

#317 Auto Repair Recycling Scrap Metal 0.05 11b/unit 0.00 

The diversion began prior to 1990 and the County was 
unable to demonstrate how the diversion activity meets 
the restricted waste criteria. 

Subtotal #55, 66, 110, 
213, and 317 119.80 0.00 0.00 

#20 Hotel Recycling Scrap Metal 5.80 226.5 lbs/unit 0.00 

The diversion program began in 2003, one year after 
the new base year, so the tonnage for the base year 
was deducted. 

#160 Recycling Scrap Metal 3.00 11b/unit 0.00 

The diversion program began in 2003, one year after 
the new base year, so the tonnage for the base year 
was deducted. 

#235 Recycling Scrap Metal 0.60 11b/unit 0.00 

The diversion program began in 2003, one year after 
the new base year, so the tonnage for the base year 
was deducted. 

Subtotal #20, 160, and 
235 9.40 0.00 

All Business Diversion 
Subtotal 79,429.26 4,053.13 

Extrapolation from 
Business Surveys Source Reduction 26,035.00 

Statistical evaluation of 
business recycling using 
employment as a correlation 
factor. 21,890.91 

The actual diversion amount was accidentally included 
with the extrapolated diversion so that the extrapolated 
diversion double counted the actual diversion. The 
typo was corrected. In addition, there were some minor 
revisions to the outlier analysis that resulted in a minor 
reduction in the extrapolated diversion amount. 

Recycling 37,743.00 

Statistical evaluation of 
business recycling using 
employment as a correlation 
factor. 23,726.74 

The actual diversion amount was accidentally included 
with the extrapolated diversion so that the extrapolated 
diversion double counted the actual diversion. The 
typo was corrected. In addition, there were some minor 
revisions to the outlier analysis that resulted in a minor 
reduction in the extrapolated diversion amount. 
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#110 Fabricated 
Structural Metal Recycling Scrap Metal 3.62 906 lbs/unit 0.00

The diversion began prior to 1990 and the County was 
unable to demonstrate how the diversion activity meets
the restricted waste criteria.

#166 Plumbing, heating, 
and air Recycling White Goods 0.95 158.6 lbs/unit 0.00

The diversion began prior to 1990 and the County was 
unable to demonstrate how the diversion activity meets
the restricted waste criteria.

#213 Industrial Machinery Recycling Scrap Metal 0.31 906 lbs/unit 0.00

The diversion began prior to 1990 and the County was 
unable to demonstrate how the diversion activity meets
the restricted waste criteria.

#317 Auto Repair Recycling Scrap Metal 0.05 1lb/unit 0.00

The diversion began prior to 1990 and the County was 
unable to demonstrate how the diversion activity meets
the restricted waste criteria.

    Subtotal #55, 66, 110, 
213, and 317 119.80 0.00 0.00  

#20 Hotel Recycling Scrap Metal 5.80 226.5 lbs/unit 0.00

The diversion program began in 2003, one year after 
the new base year, so the tonnage for the base year 
was deducted.

#160 Recycling Scrap Metal 3.00 1lb/unit 0.00

The diversion program began in 2003, one year after 
the new base year, so the tonnage for the base year 
was deducted.

#235 Recycling Scrap Metal 0.60 1lb/unit 0.00

The diversion program began in 2003, one year after 
the new base year, so the tonnage for the base year 
was deducted.

    Subtotal #20, 160, and 
235 9.40 0.00  

All Business Diversion 
Subtotal 79,429.26 4,053.13

Extrapolation from 
Business Surveys Source Reduction 26,035.00

Statistical evaluation of 
business recycling using 
employment as a correlation 
factor. 21,890.91

The actual diversion amount was accidentally included 
with the extrapolated diversion so that the extrapolated 
diversion double counted the actual diversion. The 
typo was corrected. In addition, there were some minor
revisions to the outlier analysis that resulted in a minor 
reduction in the extrapolated diversion amount. 

Recycling 37,743.00

Statistical evaluation of 
business recycling using 
employment as a correlation 
factor. 23,726.74

The actual diversion amount was accidentally included 
with the extrapolated diversion so that the extrapolated 
diversion double counted the actual diversion. The 
typo was corrected. In addition, there were some minor
revisions to the outlier analysis that resulted in a minor 
reduction in the extrapolated diversion amount. 
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NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology 
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Findings (tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 

Composting 9,978.00 

Statistical evaluation of 
business recycling using 
employment as a correlation 
factor. 1,014.88 

The actual diversion amount was accidentally included 
with the extrapolated diversion so that the extrapolated 
diversion double counted the actual diversion. The 
typo was corrected. In addition, there were some minor 
revisions to the outlier analysis that resulted in a minor 
reduction in the extrapolated diversion amount. 

Extrapolation of business 
Diversion Total 73,756.00 46,632.53 

C&D #1 
Concrete and Asphalt 
Recycling 102,289.40 

The Company has four 
facilities located in San 
Diego County. The tonnage 
is based on sales records. 
The percent from the 
Unincorporated County is 
based on a sample of hauler 
tickets for incoming material. 

102,289.40 

The company confirmed that the inert recycling began 
after 1990 for all four facilities. The company also 
verified that the diversion from the 2002 diversion from 
the facilities is typical of the standard amount of 
material diverted from that facility each year and they 
verified that tonnages are based on sales records and 
the percent of material attributed to the Unincorporated 
County is based on a sample of incomming hauler 
tickets. 

Subtotal C&D 1 102,289.40 102,289.40 

C&D 2 
On-site Concrete and 
Asphalt Recycling 25,086.00 

Diversion tons for scales. 
40% from Uni. County 25,086.00 

The facility verified that they use weight receipts for 
tonnage amounts and origin reports on hauler receipts 
to estimate the amount of material from the 
Unincorporated County. The facility also verified that 
the amount of material recycled is typical of the 
amount of material recycled by the facility each year. 
The facility verified that the diversion began in 2002, 
and demonastates that it meets the restricted waste 
criteria. 

Off-site Concrete and 
Asphalt Recycling 52,889.20 150 lbs/cubic yard 52,889.20 

The facility verified that the amount is accurate. The 
C&D contractor verified that they have large off-site 
concrete recycling projects in Unincorporated San 
Diego County each year. In addition, the facility 
verified that the diversion amount in 2002 is 
representative of the standard amount of material 
diverted from off-site projects each year. The diversion 
began in 2002 and meets the restricted waste criteria. 

Subtotal C&D 2 77,975.20 77,975.20 
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Composting 9,978.00

Statistical evaluation of 
business recycling using 
employment as a correlation 
factor. 1,014.88

The actual diversion amount was accidentally included 
with the extrapolated diversion so that the extrapolated 
diversion double counted the actual diversion. The 
typo was corrected. In addition, there were some minor
revisions to the outlier analysis that resulted in a minor 
reduction in the extrapolated diversion amount. 

Extrapolation of business 
Diversion Total 73,756.00 46,632.53  

C&D #1 
Concrete and Asphalt 
Recycling 102,289.40

The Company has four 
facilities located in San 
Diego County. The tonnage 
is based on sales records. 
The percent from the 
Unincorporated County is 
based on a sample of hauler 
tickets for incoming material.

102,289.40

 The company confirmed that the inert recycling began 
after 1990 for all four facilities. The company also 
verified that the diversion from the 2002 diversion from 
the facilities is typical of the standard amount of 
material diverted from that facility each year and they 
verified that tonnages are based on sales records and 
the percent of material attributed to the Unincorporated 
County is based on a sample of incomming hauler 
tickets.

Subtotal C&D 1 102,289.40 102,289.40

C&D 2 
On-site Concrete and 
Asphalt Recycling 25,086.00

Diversion tons for scales. 
40% from Uni. County 25,086.00

The facility verified that they use weight receipts for 
tonnage amounts and origin reports on hauler receipts 
to estimate the amount of material from the 
Unincorporated County. The facility also verified that 
the amount of material recycled is typical of the 
amount of material recycled by the facility each year. 
The facility verified that the diversion began in 2002, 
and demonastates that it meets the restricted waste 
criteria.

Off-site Concrete and 
Asphalt Recycling 52,889.20 150 lbs/cubic yard 52,889.20

The facility verified that the amount is accurate. The 
C&D contractor verified that they have large off-site 
concrete recycling projects in Unincorporated San 
Diego County each year. In addition, the facility 
verified that the diversion amount in 2002 is 
representative of the standard amount of material 
diverted from off-site projects each year. The diversion 
began in 2002 and meets the restricted waste criteria.

Subtotal C&D 2 77,975.20 77,975.20
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Findings (tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 

C&D 3 
Concrete and Asphalt 
Recycling 63,856.65 

Tonnage used sales records 
for the 2002 diversion 
tonnage. 65% of the material 
recycled originated in the 
Unincorporated County. 63,856.65 

The facility verified that they used Sales records to 
estimate the diversion amount in 2002. They estimated 
that 65% of the incoming material came from the 
Unincorporated County based on a survey of load 
tickets for incoming material. In addition, the facility 
verified that the amount of material diverted is 
representative of the amount of material diverted from 
the facility each year. The facility verified that they 
began recycling the material in 1996 and that the 
diversion meets the restricted waste criteria. 

Subtotal C&D 3 63,856.65 63,856.65 

C&D 4 
Concrete and Asphalt 
Recycling 40,646.28 

The facility used load tickets 
to determine the number and 
types of loads for 2002. 
Conversion factors are 12.5 
tons per load for 10 
wheelers, 17 tons for end 
dumps, and 8.5 tons per load 
for roll-offs. According to 
origin reports on load tickets 
45% of the material in 2002 
originated in the 
Unincorporated County. 31,046.28 

The facility owner confirmed that the 2002 diversion 
amounts reported are accurate. However, the material 
type is a restricted waste type and the facility was 
recycling the material prior to 1990. The facility has 
adequate records to show that the facility averaged 50 
loads per month at 16 tons per load for a total of 9,600 
tons of diversion in 1990. Therefore, the restricted 
waste criteria was met and the difference between 
2002 and 1990 was included as the diversion amount 
in this study. The facility also verified that the amount 
of material diverted is representative of the typical 
amount of material diverted from the facility each year. 

Subtotal C&D 4 40,646.28 31,046.28 

C&D 5 
Concrete and Asphalt 
Recycling 14,180.27 

Weights are based on weight 
receipts. 100% of the 
material is from the 
Unincorporated County. 14,180.27 

The Facility weighs all incoming and outgoing material. 
The tonnage is based on records of incoming loads of 
material. Because the facility is located so far from the 
incorporated cities the facility representatives believe 
that it is very rare for them to get any loads that are not 
from the Unincorporated County. The facility 
confirmed that diversion activities began in 1990 and 
that the 2002 diversion amount is representative of a 
the typical amount of diversion each year. 

Composting Horse Manure 
and Wood Shavings 0.00 5,300.00 

The facility composts at least 20,000 cubic yards of 
mixed horse manure and shavings per year from 
nearby horse ranches. A conversion factor of 530 lbs 
per cubic yard was used. This diversion is listed with 
the equestrian center diversion. 

Subtotal C&D 5 14,180.27 19,480.27 
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C&D 3
Concrete and Asphalt 
Recycling 63,856.65

Tonnage used sales records 
for the 2002 diversion 
tonnage. 65% of the material 
recycled originated in the 
Unincorporated County. 63,856.65

The facility  verified that they used Sales records to 
estimate the diversion amount in 2002. They estimated 
that 65% of the incoming material came from the 
Unincorporated County based on a survey of load 
tickets for incoming material. In addition, the facility 
verified that the amount of material diverted is 
representative of the amount of material diverted from 
the facility each year. The facility verified that they 
began recycling the material in 1996 and that the 
diversion meets the restricted waste criteria.

Subtotal C&D 3 63,856.65 63,856.65

C&D 4
Concrete and Asphalt 
Recycling 40,646.28

The facility used load tickets 
to determine the number and 
types of loads for 2002. 
Conversion factors are 12.5 
tons per load for 10 
wheelers, 17 tons for end 
dumps, and 8.5 tons per load 
for roll-offs. According to 
origin reports on load tickets 
45% of the material in 2002 
originated in the 
Unincorporated County. 31,046.28

The facility owner confirmed that the 2002 diversion 
amounts reported are accurate. However, the material 
type is a restricted waste type and the facility was 
recycling the material prior to 1990. The facility has 
adequate records to show that the facility averaged 50 
loads per month at 16 tons per load for a total of 9,600 
tons of diversion in 1990. Therefore, the restricted 
waste criteria was met and the difference between 
2002 and 1990 was included as the diversion amount 
in this study. The facility also verified that the amount 
of material diverted is representative of the typical 
amount of material diverted from the facility each year.

Subtotal C&D 4 40,646.28 31,046.28

C&D 5 
Concrete and Asphalt 
Recycling 14,180.27

Weights are based on weight 
receipts. 100% of the 
material is from the 
Unincorporated County. 14,180.27

The Facility weighs all incoming and outgoing material. 
The tonnage is based on records of incoming loads of 
material. Because the facility is located so far from the 
incorporated cities the facility representatives believe 
that it is very rare for them to get any loads that are not 
from the Unincorporated County.  The facility 
confirmed that diversion activities began in 1990 and 
that the 2002 diversion amount is representative of a 
the typical amount of diversion each year.

Composting Horse Manure 
and Wood Shavings 0.00 5,300.00

The facility composts at least 20,000 cubic yards of 
mixed horse manure and shavings per year from 
nearby horse ranches.  A conversion factor of 530 lbs 
per cubic yard was used. This diversion is listed with 
the equestrian center diversion.

Subtotal C&D 5 14,180.27 19,480.27
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Generator Identification 
Material Type/Prgrm 

Activity 
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology 
Verification 

Findings (tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 

C&D 7 

Mixed waste (concrete, 
asphalt, yard waste, wood, 
and dirt) 0.00 6,300.00 

The business was considered after the County's 
original new base year submittal. The business owner 
confirmed that they receive at least 7,000 tons of 
material per year and that the diversion amount in 
2002 was normal for a typical amount of diversion 
each year. 10% of the material is clean dirt and not 
included as diversion. 90% of the material is dirt mixed 
with C&D debris and is screened and sorted for 
diversion. The facility representative verified that the 
facility began operation in 2000. 

Subtotal # 0.00 6,300.00 

C&D 8 Asphalt 0.00 20,000.00 

The business was considered after the County's 
original new base year submittal. Ten percent of the 
material removed is sent to other facilities to be 
recycled back into asphalt. This material was not 
included to prevent double counting at facilities already 
included in the study. The facility reported that they 
recycle 20,000 tons per year on-site at road 
improvement jobs in the Unincorporated County. The 
facility reviewed several years of diversion records to 
verify that the amount of diversion in 2002 is 
representative. The facility began operations in San 
Diego County in 1996. The tonnages are based on 
load reciepts for the volume of material diverted. A 
conversion factor of 1.98 tons per cubic yard was 
used. The conversion factor is based on the facilities 
records of periodically weighing loads of material to 
check load weights to insure that trucks are not 
overloaded. 

Asphalt 0.00 70,000.00 

The facility also reported that they recycle 70,000 tons 
of dirty asphalt from road construction projects in the 
Unincorporated County for base and road 
improvement projects. The facility representatives 
verified that the diversion is representative of a typical 
year and the facility began operation in San Diego 
County in 1996. A conversion factor of 1.98 tons per 
cubic yard was used. The conversion factor is based 
on the facilities records of periodically weighing loads 
of material to check load weights to insure that trucks 
are not overloaded. 

Subtotal # 0.00 90,000.00 
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Generator Identification 
Material Type/Prgrm 

Activity 
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology 
Verification 

Findings (tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 

Various C&D Recyclers Inert C&D materials 14,841.00 0.00 

The restricted waste diversion was included in the 
County's originally submitted new base year request. 
However, it was subsequently removed because the 
County could not demonstrate that the diversion meets 
the restricted waste criteria. 

Subtotal # 14,841.00 0.00 

All C&D Recycler 
Diversion Subtotal 313,788.80 390,947.80 
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Generator Identification 
Material Type/Prgrm 

Activity 
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology 
Verification 

Findings (tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 

Equestrian Center 1 Horse Manure Diversion 2,253.60 
300 cubic yards per month 
@ 1,252 lbs per cubic yard 1,126.80 

The facility contact verified that the amount is accurate 
for the total volume sold. However, the facility contact 
stated that 1/2 of the material sold is dirt that is brought 
on site to mix with the horse manure. 

Subtotal #6 2,253.60 1,126.80 

Equestrian Center 8 Horse Manure Diversion 2,893.51 
88.89 cubic yards per week 
@ 1,252 lbs per cubic yard 813.80 

The facility has a 10 cubic yard bin, which is emptied 
2.5 times per week. A conversion factor of 1,252 lbs 
per cubic yard was used. 

Subtotal #6 2,893.51 813.80 

Total All Equestrian 
Centers 5,147.11 1,940.60 

Golf Course 5 Grasscycling 2,372.50 
365 acres grasscycled @ 6.5 
tons per acre per year 1,690.00 

The facility contact reported that they have 260 acres 
of mowable area that is grasscycled. A conversion 
factor of 6.5 tons per acre per year was used. 

Golf Course 5 Subtotal 2,372.50 1,690.00 

Golf Course 10 Grasscycling 975.00 
150 acres grasscycled @ 
6.5tons per acre per year 975.00 

The facility confirmed that they use mulching mowers 
on 150 acres of turf area. 

Golf Course 10 Subtotal 975.00 975.00 

Golf Course 16 Grasscycling 1,950.00 
300 acres grasscycled @ 6.5 
tons per acre per year 1,950.00 

The facility contact confirmed that they grasscycle 300 
acres of mowable grass area. 

Golf Course 16 Subtotal 1,950.00 1,950.00 

Subtotal Golf Courses 5,297.50 4,615.00 
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Generator Identification 
Material Type/Prgrm 

Activity 
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology 
Verification 

Findings (tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 
Franchise Hauler White 
Goods Recycling Recycling White Goods 820.00 Franchise Hauler Reports 0.00 

The County was not able to demonstrate that the 
diversion meets the restricted waste criteria. 

Franchise Hauler White 
Goods Subtotal 820.00 0.00 

Biomass Diversion Claim 
wood and tree and brush 
trimmings 40345.00 Hauler Report 0.00 

Biomass cannot be included in a jurisdiction's new 
base year per statute. The tonnage will be calculated 
in their report year diversion rate. 

Biomass Total 40,345.00 0.00 

Totals for All 
Diversion 518,583.67 448,189.06 

Disposal Adjustment Original Disposal Tons in New Base Year Board Staff Recommended Adjusted Disposal Staff Findings 
Correction to the Disposal 
included in the County's 
original new base year 
request. 575,156 540,439 

There was an error in the disposal tonnage entered in 
the Disposal Reporting System (DRS) at the time the 
County submitted its new base year request. The error 
has been corrected in the DRS. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-142 

Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2002 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element For The Unincorporated San Diego County 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Sections 41031 (Cities) and 41331 (Counties) require that 
information submitted by a jurisdiction on the quantities of solid waste it has generated, diverted 
and disposed, shall include data as accurate as possible to enable the Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) to accurately measure the jurisdiction's achievement of the 
diversion requirement pursuant to PRC Section 41780; and 

WHEREAS, the Unincorporated San Diego County (County) submitted documentation 
requesting to change its base year to 2002, which it claims is as accurate as possible; and 

WHEREAS, a portion of the 2002 new base-year generation tonnage claimed by the County has 
been modified as a result of staff verification, and is reflected in the staff-revised certification; and 

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41783.1 allows a jurisdiction to claim no more than 10 percent 
diversion credit for materials sent to a biomass conversion facility if the Board determines at a 
public hearing, based upon substantial evidence in the record, that all of the conditions in that 
section are met; and 

WHEREAS, the County has claimed 10 percent or less of biomass diversion credit for 2002, 
and has submitted documentation demonstrating it has met the conditions specified in PRC 
Section 41783.1 for claiming that biomass diversion credit; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the base year 
change to 2002 with the staff-recommended changes as noted in this item for the Unincorporated 
San Diego County, and has met the conditions for claiming biomass diversion credit. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 24 
ITEM 
Consideration Of A Large Venues And Events Waste Reduction Model Ordinance And General 
Plan Language (AB 2176) 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
AB 2176 (Montanez, Chapter 879, Statutes of 2004) addresses waste reduction at large 
venues and events. The statute requires large venues and events (as defined) in each city 
and county to plan for solid waste reduction and annually report the progress of their 
recycling and waste reduction programs upon request of the local agency in which they 
are located. Local agencies are in turn required to report to the Board on the top ten 
percent of those venues and events (based upon amount of solid waste generated) though 
the previously established annual reporting process. 

The law also directs the California Integrated Waste Management Board to provide 
guidance and assistance to venues, events, and local agencies in meeting their 
obligations. Specifically, the Board is required to make available one or more model 
ordinances that are suitable for modification and adoption by a local agency to facilitate 
solid waste reduction, reuse, and recycling programs at large venues and large events. 
Pursuant to the requirements of PRC Sections 42648.1 (a) and (b), staff has developed a 
model ordinance and general plan language for voluntary use by local agencies in 
adopting venues and events waste reduction ordinances and general plan language. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The model ordinance and general plan language has not previously been considered by 
the Board. The Board last heard a general update on the venues and events waste 
reduction project at the December 2004 regular board meeting. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the model ordinance and general plan language as proposed. 
2. Approve the model ordinance and general plan language with specific revisions. 
3. Take no action at this time and direct staff how to proceed. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff recommends the Board adopt Option 1: Approve the model ordinance and 
general plan language as proposed. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

The Board is required by PRC Section 42648.1 (a) and (b) to: 
"Make available one or more model ordinances that are suitable for modification 
by a local agency and that may be adopted by a local agency to facilitate solid 
waste reduction, reuse, and recycling programs, at large venues and large events 
in accordance with the requirements of this chapter." 
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"While developing the model ordinance, consult with representatives of the 
League of California Cities, the California State Association of Counties, 
recyclers, private and public solid waste services and appropriate personnel 
involved with the operation and management of large venues and large events." 

Board Staff developed a model ordinance and general plan language (see attachments 
1 & 2) drawing upon ordinances and general plan language already in use by local 
agencies. On March 1, 2005, the draft model ordinance and general plan language 
was placed on the Board's Web site for review and comment. The draft model 
ordinance and general plan language were sent electronically on March 18, 2005 
along with a letter specifically requesting comments from the entities listed above as 
well as jurisdictions and jurisdiction representatives, venue facilities and 
venues/events associations, schools and colleges, environmental associations, and 
other interested parties requesting information on the venues and events program. 
Hard copy follow-up mailings were provided to those interested parties which did not 
have an e-mail address. In addition, board staff also held a public meeting on April 
20, 2005 (that was also broadcast via the internet) to review the model and general 
plan language and answer questions. Staff accepted comments during the meeting 
from both attendees in person and internet listeners via e-mail. 

The draft model ordinance and general plan language were generally well received. 
All comments submitted were considered and revisions were made accordingly to 
produce the draft being presented to the Board for consideration. 

B.  Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C.  Program/Long Term Impacts 
Because waste from venues and events can be a significant portion of a jurisdiction's 
waste stream, the proposed model ordinance and general plan language should be a 
useful tool for those jurisdictions that choose to use it in developing their own 
ordinance as a method to increase waste diversion. 

D.  Stakeholder Impacts 
Because staff have solicited input from interested parties, including those specified in 
PRC Sections 42648.1 (a) and (b), staff believes that the model ordinance and general 
plan language will be useful tools to help jurisdictions and venues and events to divert 
waste from landfills. 

E.  Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F.  Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this item. 

As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Sections 
42648.1 (a) and (b) that requires the Board to make available one or more model 
ordinances that are suitable for modification and adoption by a local agency to facilitate 
solid waste reduction, reuse, and recycling programs at large venues and large events. 
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G. Environmental Justice 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental justice issues 
related to this item. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
By providing cities and counties with a voluntary tool to assist them in their efforts to 
implement diversion programs for waste generated by venues and events and 
therefore to reduce disposal, this item supports: 

Strategic Plan Goal 1: Increase participation in resource conservation, integrated 
waste management, waste prevention, and product stewardship to reduce waste and 
create a sustainable infrastructure, Objective 1: Promote environmentally sound and 
financially viable waste prevention and materials management practices among all 
actors in the life cycle of products and services, Strategy A: Encourage each actor in 
the life cycle of all products and services to voluntarily commit to sustainability and 
stewardship principles, and Strategy F: Educate the public, the private sector, and 
government about product stewardship and responsible consumerism. 

Strategic Plan Goal 2: Assist in the creation and expansion of sustainable markets 
to support diversion efforts and ensure that diverted materials return to the economic 
mainstream), Objective 3: Support local jurisdictions' ability to reach and maintain 
California's waste diversion mandates, Strategy E: Provide assistance and education 
to local governments, businesses, schools, and State facilities to implement and assess 
programs. 

Strategic Plan Goal 7: Promote a "zero-waste California" where the public, 
industry, and government strive to reduce, reuse, or recycle all municipal solid waste 
materials back into nature or the marketplace in a manner that protects human health 
and the environment and honors the principles of California's Integrated Waste 
Management Act, Objective 1: Promote source reduction to minimize the amount of 
waste generated, Strategy B: Continue to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates, and Objective 3: Encourage 
recycling activities and new technologies in all businesses and residences, Strategy 
B: Use high-profile public venues as demonstration projects to promote the zero-
waste message. As part of the evaluation process, assess the commitment of 
owners/mangers of these venues to ensure sustainable programs. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not need any Board action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Large Venues and Events Waste Reduction Model Ordinance 
2.  Large Venues and Events Waste Reduction General Plan Language 
3.  Resolution Number 2005-144 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Debra Kustic Phone: (916) 341-6207 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 
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G. Environmental Justice 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental justice issues 
related to this item.  
 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
By providing cities and counties with a voluntary tool to assist them in their efforts to 
implement diversion programs for waste generated by venues and events and 
therefore to reduce disposal, this item supports: 
 
Strategic Plan Goal 1:  Increase participation in resource conservation, integrated 
waste management, waste prevention, and product stewardship to reduce waste and 
create a sustainable infrastructure, Objective 1:  Promote environmentally sound and 
financially viable waste prevention and materials management practices among all 
actors in the life cycle of products and services, Strategy A:  Encourage each actor in 
the life cycle of all products and services to voluntarily commit to sustainability and 
stewardship principles, and Strategy F:  Educate the public, the private sector, and 
government about product stewardship and responsible consumerism.  
 
Strategic Plan Goal 2:  Assist in the creation and expansion of sustainable markets 
to support diversion efforts and ensure that diverted materials return to the economic 
mainstream), Objective 3:  Support local jurisdictions’ ability to reach and maintain 
California’s waste diversion mandates, Strategy E:  Provide assistance and education 
to local governments, businesses, schools, and State facilities to implement and assess 
programs.  
 
Strategic Plan Goal 7:  Promote a “zero-waste California” where the public, 
industry, and government strive to reduce, reuse, or recycle all municipal solid waste 
materials back into nature or the marketplace in a manner that protects human health 
and the environment and honors the principles of California’s Integrated Waste 
Management Act, Objective 1:  Promote source reduction to minimize the amount of 
waste generated, Strategy B: Continue to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates, and Objective 3:  Encourage 
recycling activities and new technologies in all businesses and residences, Strategy 
B: Use high-profile public venues as demonstration projects to promote the zero-
waste message.  As part of the evaluation process, assess the commitment of 
owners/mangers of these venues to ensure sustainable programs. 

 
VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 

This item does not need any Board action.  
 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Large Venues and Events Waste Reduction Model Ordinance  
2. Large Venues and Events Waste Reduction General Plan Language  
3.  Resolution Number 2005-144 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Debra Kustic Phone:  (916) 341-6207 
B. Legal Staff:  Elliot Block Phone:  (916) 341-6080 

   C.  Administrative Staff: N/A                                                    Phone: N/A 
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IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Staff had not received any written support at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this 
publication. 

item was submitted for 
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LARGE VENUES AND EVENTS 

WASTE REDUCTION MODEL ORDINANCE 

Notes: All of the following is provided as a model for local agencies to review and modify as needed. 
Language which must be filled in by the local agencies is contained within brackets and is shaded. 

A listing of standard material types , information on conversion factors , and examples of sample 
construction and demolition ordinances are available on the CIWMB Web site: 
http://www.ciwmb.ca.govNenues/.  

SPECIAL EVENTS 

Any applicant seeking permission for the temporary or periodic use or occupancy of a public street, 
publicly owned site or facility, or public park within the [Local Agency] for a civic, commercial, 
recreational, or social event by more than [/#1444] persons which generates solid waste such as, but 
not limited to, paper, beverage containers, or food shall develop a waste reduction and recycling 
strategy as part of the permit application. The waste reduction and recycling strategy shall include an 
estimate of the amount and types of waste anticipated from the event, proposed actions to reduce the 
amount of waste generation related to the event, and arrangements for separation, collection and 
diversion from landfills of reusable and recyclable materials. The applicant shall ensure the 
implementation of the waste reduction strategy by the deposit of [$$$], which shall be refunded upon 
presentation within [##] days of the event of a weight or cubic yardage receipt for the recyclables from 
the receiving waste hauler, service charity, recycling center, or other such entity verifying that the 
materials will not be disposed in a landfill and a description of all other steps taken to reduce or 
prevent waste generated as a result of the event. Alternative documentation of diversion from the 
landfill may be acceptable if approved at the time of permit application. 

VENUE FACILITY OPERATIONS 

All venue facilities such as, but not limited to, stadiums, museums, concert halls, and parks and 
attractions located within the [Local Agency] with attendance of more than [#4#4] persons per year or 
generating more than [###] tons of solid waste per year from all activities shall separate and arrange 
for recycling all materials on the [Local Agency Solid Waste Director's list of commercial recyclables]. 
In addition, the facility shall prepare and adopt a waste prevention strategy to reduce the amount of 
waste material generated by facility operations. Where a venue facility owner provides space for a 
tenant, event management subcontractor, or permitted use of the facility, that owner shall also be 
responsible for the recycling and waste prevention performance of the facility user. In fulfillment of 
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LARGE VENUES AND EVENTS  

WASTE REDUCTION MODEL ORDINANCE 
 

Notes:  All of the following is provided as a model for local agencies to review and modify as needed.  
Language which must be filled in by the local agencies is contained within brackets and is shaded. 

A listing of standard material types , information on conversion factors , and examples of sample 
construction and demolition ordinances are available on the CIWMB Web site:  
http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/Venues/. 

 

SPECIAL EVENTS 

Any applicant seeking permission for the temporary or periodic use or occupancy of a public street, 
publicly owned site or facility, or public park within the [Local Agency] for a civic, commercial, 
recreational, or social event by more than [####] persons which generates solid waste such as, but 
not limited to, paper, beverage containers, or food shall develop a waste reduction and recycling 
strategy as part of the permit application. The waste reduction and recycling strategy shall include an 
estimate of the amount and types of waste anticipated from the event, proposed actions to reduce the 
amount of waste generation related to the event, and arrangements for separation, collection and 
diversion from landfills of reusable and recyclable materials. The applicant shall ensure the 
implementation of the waste reduction strategy by the deposit of [$$$], which shall be refunded upon 
presentation within [##] days of the event of a weight or cubic yardage receipt for the recyclables from 
the receiving waste hauler, service charity, recycling center, or other such entity verifying that the 
materials will not be disposed in a landfill and a description of all other steps taken to reduce or 
prevent waste generated as a result of the event. Alternative documentation of diversion from the 
landfill may be acceptable if approved at the time of permit application. 

 

VENUE FACILITY OPERATIONS 

All venue facilities such as, but not limited to, stadiums, museums, concert halls, and parks and 
attractions located within the [Local Agency] with attendance of more than [####] persons per year or 
generating more than [###] tons of solid waste per year from all activities shall separate and arrange 
for recycling all materials on the [Local Agency Solid Waste Director’s list of commercial recyclables]. 
In addition, the facility shall prepare and adopt a waste prevention strategy to reduce the amount of 
waste material generated by facility operations. Where a venue facility owner provides space for a 
tenant, event management subcontractor, or permitted use of the facility, that owner shall also be 
responsible for the recycling and waste prevention performance of the facility user. In fulfillment of 
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this requirement, venue waste generators may utilize, but are not limited to, drop-off and buy-back 
centers, independent recyclers, nonprofit social and charitable service organizations, or the recycling 
services of a contract collector. 

Any venue facility not participating in the recycling services offered by contract collectors may be 
subject to periodic waste audits. In addition, at the request of the [Local Agency's Director of Solid 
Waste (Director)] or other designated person, venue facilities not participating in the recycling 
services offered by contract collectors or found to not be implementing their waste reduction strategy 
shall submit to the [Director], at their own expense, annual reports which provide information on, but 
are not limited to, the waste prevention policies being implemented, and the type, amount, and 
destination of all solid waste disposed and each recyclable material sold or donated. The [Director] 
may exempt certain venue facility generators from some of the requirements of this Section because 
they do not generate significant amounts of solid waste or recyclables at a particular event, or 
because of localized market conditions for a particular recyclable material. 

VENUE FACILITY DESIGN, CONSTRUCTION AND DEMOLITION 

All construction, demolition, and renovation (C&D) projects within the [Local Agency] at venue 
facilities such as stadiums, museums, concert halls, and parks and attractions with an attendance of 
more than [#4#4] persons per year, or generating more than [###] tons of solid waste per year from 
all activities, or the total costs of which are projected to be greater than [$$$], or are more than [##/#t] 
square feet in coverage, shall submit a Waste Management Strategy (Strategy) to the [Local 
Agency's Director of Solid Waste] or other designated person prior to beginning any construction, 
demolition, or renovation activities. Compliance with the provisions of this section shall be listed as a 
condition of approval on any building or demolition permit issued and shall be considered as partial 
satisfaction of the solid waste portion of the environmental mitigation requirements for the project. 
Submission and approval of a Strategy shall not be required, however, where emergency demolition 
is required to protect public health or safety. 

The completed Waste Management Strategy shall include: 

• The estimated volume or weight of project C&D debris, by major material types, to be 
generated; the maximum volume or weight of such materials that can feasibly be diverted by 
deconstruction or salvage for reuse or source separated for collection and recycling; and the 
vendor or facility that the Applicant proposes to use to collect or receive that material. 

• The estimated volume or weight of C&D materials that will be landfilled. 
• The estimate volume or weight of reused or recycled-content materials to be used in 

construction, and any other actions or redesign/reengineering considerations made to reduce 
the amount of new construction materials used or extend the useable design-life of the facility. 
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• The amount or volume of any additional disposed materials that will be generated by post-
construction operations resulting from the construction or renovation; and the proposed design, 
engineering, and operational features such as, waste reduction policies, dedicated space for 
collection containers, and recyclable materials flow paths that will reduce wastes and support 
the ongoing recycling of materials generated by facility operations, and an estimate of the 
volume or weight of such materials that can feasibly be recycled or otherwise diverted from 
landfill. 

In estimating the volume or weight of materials identified in the Strategy, the applicant shall use the 
[material types and standardized conversion rates approved] by the [Director] for this purpose 

If an applicant experiences unique circumstances that make it infeasible to comply with the diversion 
requirements, the applicant may apply for an exemption at the time of Strategy submission by 
including the specific circumstances that make it infeasible to comply and the maximum rate of 
diversion believed to be feasible for each material. 

The applicant for any covered project shall submit with the Strategy a Performance Security, defined 
as the lesser of three (3) percent of total Project cost or [$$$]. [Acceptable forms of Performance 
Security include: Performance Bonds; Surety Bonds; Money Orders; Letters of Credit; and 
Certificates of Deposit]. 

The [Director] shall only approve a completed strategy if it indicates that at least [##] percent of all 
C&D debris generated by the project will be diverted from disposal through waste prevention, 
recycling, reuse, or other waste reduction activities; the project has made all feasible efforts to use 
recycled-content materials and sustainable design principles; the project provided for waste reduction 
and recycling of materials generated by post-construction facility operations; and the Performance 
Security is sufficient. If the [Director] determines that it is infeasible for the Applicant to meet the 
diversion requirements due to unique circumstances, the [Director] may approve alternate diversion 
rates for one or more targeted materials. 

Within [###] days after the completion of the covered project, the applicant shall submit to the 
[Director] receipts from the vendor or facility which collected or received the C&D material showing 
the actual weight or volume of each material diverted and landfilled, receipts for reused or recycled-
content materials purchased for the project, the description and amount of any on-site materials 
reused, a description of all other steps taken to reduce or prevent the waste generation, and a 
description of the construction and post-construction sustainability policies and actions taken as 
referenced in the strategy. The [Director] shall review the information and determine whether the 
applicant has fully complied with the diversion requirements or made all feasible efforts to comply, 
considering the original waste reduction strategy and factors such as the availability of markets for the 
C&D debris, the size of the project, and the documented efforts to provide sustainable building and 
operations practices. 

Board Meeting                                                                                                                                                                     Agenda Item 24 
June 14-15, 2005                                                                                                                                                                     Attachment 1 

  

• The amount or volume of any additional disposed materials that will be generated by post-
construction operations resulting from the construction or renovation; and the proposed design, 
engineering, and operational features such as, waste reduction policies, dedicated space for 
collection containers, and recyclable materials flow paths that will reduce wastes and support 
the ongoing recycling of materials generated by facility operations, and an estimate of the 
volume or weight of such materials that can feasibly be recycled or otherwise diverted from 
landfill.  

In estimating the volume or weight of materials identified in the Strategy, the applicant shall use the 
[material types and standardized conversion rates approved] by the [Director] for this purpose 

If an applicant experiences unique circumstances that make it infeasible to comply with the diversion 
requirements, the applicant may apply for an exemption at the time of Strategy submission by 
including the specific circumstances that make it infeasible to comply and the maximum rate of 
diversion believed to be feasible for each material. 

The applicant for any covered project shall submit with the Strategy a Performance Security, defined 
as the lesser of three (3) percent of total Project cost or [$$$]. [Acceptable forms of Performance 
Security include: Performance Bonds; Surety Bonds; Money Orders; Letters of Credit; and 
Certificates of Deposit].  

The [Director] shall only approve a completed strategy if it indicates that at least [##] percent of all 
C&D debris generated by the project will be diverted from disposal through waste prevention, 
recycling, reuse, or other waste reduction activities; the project has made all feasible efforts to use 
recycled-content materials and sustainable design principles; the project provided for waste reduction 
and recycling of materials generated by post-construction facility operations; and the Performance 
Security is sufficient. If the [Director] determines that it is infeasible for the Applicant to meet the 
diversion requirements due to unique circumstances, the [Director] may approve alternate diversion 
rates for one or more targeted materials. 
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If the [Director] determines that the applicant has not fulfilled the requirements or made a good faith 
effort to comply, or the applicant fails to submit the documentation required within the required time 
period, then the Performance Security shall be forfeited to the [Local Agency]. All forfeited 
Performance Securities shall be used for the purposes of promoting waste reduction, recycling, and 
environmentally sustainable construction within the [Local Agency]. 

Applicants for venue facility construction, demolition, and renovation projects within the [Local 
Agency] with an attendance of less than [##PM] persons per year, or generating less than [###] tons 
of solid waste per year from all activities, or the total costs of which are projected to be less than 
[$$$], or are less than [##/#t] square feet in coverage shall be encouraged but not required to divert at 
least [##] percent of all project-related construction and demolition debris, purchase recycled content 
materials, and provide for environmentally sustainable design and operation of the facilities. 
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Large Venues and Events Waste Reduction 

Model General Plan Language 

Notes: All of the following is provided as a model for local agencies to review and modify as needed. 
Language which must be filled in by the local agencies is contained within brackets and is shaded. 

CHARACTERISTICS OF VENUE AND SPECIAL EVENT SOLID WASTE 

Venue facilities such as stadiums, museums, concert halls, and parks; and special events such as 
street festivals and races generate solid wastes in the [Local Agency]. The diversity of waste sources 
and material types presents unique challenges to the management of these wastes. Construction and 
renovation of venue facilities are usually major public or private works projects. Among the principal 
waste types generated by venues are beverage containers, organics, cardboard and paper, and 
periodic construction debris. Because of their physical size, facilities, and location, venue sites also 
have the capability to be used as support infrastructure and temporary storage sites for municipal 
solid waste clean-up operations during public emergencies and disasters. 

This section contains solid waste reduction guidance for decisions regarding new venue construction, 
facility operations policies, large special event use permitting, control of illegally disposed waste, and 
post-disaster emergency response. 

GOAL: Minimize the potential adverse environmental and public health impacts of landfilling 
wastes 

As an essential part of the State's comprehensive program for solid waste management, and for the 
preservation of health and safety, the well-being of the public, and protection of the environment, the 
Legislature has declared that it is in the best interest of the State to authorize and require local 
agencies to make adequate provision for solid waste handling. Solid waste reduction by venues and 
events can significantly contribute to the [Local Agency's] waste reduction and help it meet its State 
mandate to, as a minimum standard, reduce the amount of all wastes generated within the [Local 
Agency] and disposed in landfills by 50 percent through actions and policies that emphasize in order 
of priority: waste prevention, reuse, recycling, and only as a last resort, safe disposal. 

OBJECTIVE: Reduce the amount of waste disposed in landfills through waste prevention, 
reuse, and recycling of materials at venues facilities and special events, and 
stimulate markets for recycled-content materials 

Waste prevention, reuse, and recycling programs are becoming well established in residential and 
business settings, but are not yet a regular part of public life activities. Events held at public and 
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Large Venues and Events Waste Reduction  
Model General Plan Language 

 

Notes:  All of the following is provided as a model for local agencies to review and modify as needed.  
Language which must be filled in by the local agencies is contained within brackets and is shaded. 

 

CHARACTERISTICS OF VENUE AND SPECIAL EVENT SOLID WASTE 

Venue facilities such as stadiums, museums, concert halls, and parks; and special events such as 
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periodic construction debris. Because of their physical size, facilities, and location, venue sites also 
have the capability to be used as support infrastructure and temporary storage sites for municipal 
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mandate to, as a minimum standard, reduce the amount of all wastes generated within the [Local 
Agency] and disposed in landfills by 50 percent through actions and policies that emphasize in order 
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business settings, but are not yet a regular part of public life activities. Events held at public and 
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private venue facilities can contribute to disposal reduction and provide a unique opportunity to 
educate large numbers of the public at one time in waste reduction and recycling techniques and 
behavior. 

In addition to protecting the environment, waste prevention and recycling help conserve resources. 
These practices allow for significant financial savings due to the elimination or reduction of costs 
associated with materials purchase, management, transportation, and disposal as waste. Also 
reduced are risks of public health, environmental contamination, and associated liability. The need for 
expansion of waste transfer and disposal facilities is also reduced. 

POLICY GUIDELINES 

Identify Waste Reduction Opportunities Through Analyses of Waste Generation and Facility 
Practices 

A solid waste analysis examines current materials use practices within a facility or activity and 
provides a roadmap for developing a waste prevention and waste reduction strategy. Waste analyses 
should be performed for all venue facilities and event sites of significant annual attendance or waste 
generation. Specific recommendations of such analyses can include: modification of procedures, 
processes, or equipment to produce the same product or experience but reduce the waste generated; 
substitution of recycled content or reusable materials; and recycling of materials. Analyses could be a 
municipal service and/or requirement for managers of the facility or groups planning events. 

Support Public Education Related To Lowered Generation And Proper Management Of Waste 

Current and potential venue and event attendees, and venue and event staff should be educated on 
waste prevention, recycling, and the use of recycled-content products at venues and events, 
recreational facilities, and public buildings. Maximum effort should be made to ensure that the 
benefits of waste reduction are conveyed to attendees and staff so that they fully and correctly 
participate in venue and event waste reduction programs and that they carry those practices home to 
their own activities. In addition, those who rent, lease, or contract with venue facilities should be 
offered information on waste reduction achievements so that they may make environmentally 
conscience choices in who receives their business. 

Encourage Jurisdiction Agencies To Be Role Models By Establishing A Waste Reduction 
Program 

[Local Agency]-owned or leased venues facilities and event sites, and [Local Agency] agencies 
sponsoring civic and other public events, should visibly commit to implementation of waste reduction 
efforts. A Waste Reduction Demonstration Program for [Local Agency]-owned and/or operated 
venues, events, and departments can assist with development of strategies for purchasing recycled-
content materials, reengineering policies and procedures to increase efficiency of material use, 
reduce quantities of materials purchased and used, and reusing and recycling materials. Waste 
reduction policies should be written into public-serving venue construction and operation permits, 
purchasing agreements, facility leases and subcontracts, and events permit contracts and conditions. 
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recreational facilities, and public buildings. Maximum effort should be made to ensure that the 
benefits of waste reduction are conveyed to attendees and staff so that they fully and correctly 
participate in venue and event waste reduction programs and that they carry those practices home to 
their own activities. In addition, those who rent, lease, or contract with venue facilities should be 
offered information on waste reduction achievements so that they may make environmentally 
conscience choices in who receives their business. 

Encourage Jurisdiction Agencies To Be Role Models By Establishing A Waste Reduction 
Program 

[Local Agency]-owned or leased venues facilities and event sites, and [Local Agency] agencies 
sponsoring civic and other public events, should visibly commit to implementation of waste reduction 
efforts. A Waste Reduction Demonstration Program for [Local Agency]-owned and/or operated 
venues, events, and departments can assist with development of strategies for purchasing recycled-
content materials, reengineering policies and procedures to increase efficiency of material use, 
reduce quantities of materials purchased and used, and reusing and recycling materials. Waste 
reduction policies should be written into public-serving venue construction and operation permits, 
purchasing agreements, facility leases and subcontracts, and events permit contracts and conditions. 
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Encourage Local Material And Services Suppliers To Develop Waste Reduction Oriented Skills 
and Infrastructure 

Venue facility managers and event coordinators can only institute change if environmentally 
sustainable materials, services, and markets are physically and economically available. Operational 
policies at venue facilities and large events can influence local waste hauling and materials sales, as 
well as secondary recreation, tourism, convention visitation, and building construction business. 
Therefore, public policy and practices should favor the development of land uses and competitive 
local infrastructure offering environmentally sustainable products and services. Government 
incentives such as purchasing preferences, bid specifications, reduced fees or taxes, land use 
conditions, development zones, and public-private partnerships should be investigated for their 
capacity to provide stimulation of recycled-content supplies, waste reduction services and skills, and 
markets for recycled materials. In addition to criteria for the quality and price, facility purchasing 
policies should also include "the public health and environmental attributes of the materials or 
services" in the decision-making process. 

Design And Construction Of Venue Facilities 

The construction and rehabilitation of venue facilities such as stadiums and parks can consume large 
amounts of materials and produce significant amounts of solid waste. Unless space, recycling 
equipment, and materials flow routes are designed into the structure and site operations plans before 
construction, recyclable and reusable materials generated during later facility use are difficult to 
collect and store for transport to market. Development policies, building permits, and operations 
leases for new, expanded, and rehabilitated venue facilities should act to minimize the environmental 
impacts of solid waste through waste reduction, deconstruction, material reuse, and recycling. 
Purchase of recycled-content materials should be used to environmentally mitigate unavoidable 
disposal. 

Control of Illegally Disposed Waste 

Because of their remote location, large area, and periodic use venues and parks may be the site of 
illegal dumping of solid waste, including hazardous wastes, by the public. This dumping can result in 
health risks to venue employees, visitors, and wildlife. The combined effect over time of many small 
volumes of illegally disposed waste can contaminate soil and groundwater. There should be a 
balance of public education and enforcement to prevent waste dumping and ensure that identified 
generators of illegally disposed waste are subject to publicized legal action. 

Ensure Emergency Response Capability 

The ability to prevent post-disaster recyclable materials from wasting critical landfill disposal space 
during a public emergency depends on pre-event planning for diversion including the identification of 
staging facilities. Venue location, pre-construction facility design, and operations planning should take 
into consideration the potential use of the facility to temporarily house emergency waste hauling 
equipment, store non-hazardous recyclable materials on-site, and be used as a site for separation 
and processing of reusable solid waste materials. Environmental review of venue building permits 
should include analysis of venue facilities by Emergency Response Task Force personnel. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-144 
Consideration Of A Large Venues And Events Waste Reduction Model Ordinance And General 
Plan Language (AB 2176) 

WHEREAS, Assembly Bill 2176 (Statutes of 2004, Montanez) directs the California Integrated 
Waste Management Board (Board) in Public Resources Code (PRC) 42648.1 to make available 
one or more model ordinances that are suitable for modification by a local agency and that may 
be adopted by a local agency to facilitate solid waste reduction, reuse, and recycling programs at 
large venues and large events; and 

WHEREAS, PRC Section 42648.1 also directs the Board to develop the model in consultation 
with representatives of the League of California Cities, the California State Association of 
Counties, recyclers, private and public solid waste services and appropriate personnel involved 
with the operation and management of large venues and large events; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff developed a model ordinance and general plan language after 
consulting with the stakeholders listed above, as well as local jurisdictions and jurisdiction 
representatives, schools and colleges, environmental associations, and other interested parties 
and have duly considered the comments received and have revised the draft model ordinance and 
general plan language as appropriate; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff believe the resulting model ordinance and general plan language will 
be a valuable and flexible tool for local jurisdictions that desire to adopt a venues and events 
waste reduction model ordinance or general plan language; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board finds that the Large Venues and 
Events Waste Reduction Model Ordinance and General Plan Language was developed as 
required by statute, and will serve the jurisdictions in the State as a tool to help with the 
diversion of waste, and adopts the model as proposed. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 1005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 26 
ITEM 
Consideration Of Approval Of Landfill Closure Loan Program Loan (IWMA FY 2004/05) 

I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) is authorized to award 
interest-free loans to operators of unlined, older technology landfills desiring to close 
early to avoid or mitigate potential environmental problems caused or threatened by 
continued operation of the site. The total loan amount appropriated for the 2004/2005 
Landfill Closure Loan Program (LCLP) cycle is $640,000. This agenda item presents for 
Board approval one application request for funding from the LCLP. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
• Assembly Bill 467 was signed on September 15, 2002, establishing the LCLP to 

provide financial assistance to some operators of unlined landfills that wish to pursue 
early closure. 

• At its February 18, 2004 meeting, the Board found the proposed LCLP regulations 
exempt from the CEQA process requirements, approved the proposed regulations for 
adoption, and directed staff to complete the rulemaking process with the Office of 
Administrative Law. 

• The LCLP regulations became effective on June 17, 2004. 
• On April 19, 2005, the Board approved funding for the LCLP application for the City 

of Portola landfill for a total of $168,000 from FY 2004/2005 funds based upon 
Portola's passing score and priority points ranking. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the loan application and adopt Resolution 2005-145; or 
2. Approve the loan application and adopt Resolution 2005-145 with modifications; or 
3. Take no action and provide staff with further directions. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends Option 1, approve the loan application. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

• The Board is authorized to award loans to operators of unlined, older technology 
landfills desiring to close early to avoid or mitigate potential environmental 
problems caused or threatened by continued operation of the site. Priority is 
given to facilities that are small, are located in rural areas, have approved closure 
and postclosure maintenance plans, and/or have the highest degree of risk to 
public health and safety or the environment. 

• The LCLP received $640,000 from the Integrated Waste Management Account 
for the FY 2004/2005 cycle. 

• Maximum loan amounts are limited by statute to $500,000 per borrower and loans 
must be repaid within 10 years. The interest rate for the loan is zero. 
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• The Notice of Funding Availability was placed on the Board's website and mailed 
or e-mailed to over 600 interested parties on or before January 19, 2005. In the 
interest of reducing use of paper, the application and instructions can be found at 
http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LEACentral/GrantsLoans/Closure/FY200405/Application.pdf  

• Program staff received three applications requesting funds amounting to $968,000. 
• On March 21, 2005, the LCLP review panel completed its analysis of the loan 

applications and provided scores using the LCLP Scoring Criteria within the 
LCLP application and instructions. 

• All three applications qualified for funding under the LCLP statute and 
regulations. The review panel then scored and ranked the applications based upon 
the number of priority points received. 

• On April 19, 2005, the Board approved funding for the LCLP application for the 
City of Portola landfill for a total of $168,000 from FY 2004/2005 funds based 
upon Portola's passing score and priority points ranking (Attachment 1). 

• Because the two remaining applications for LCLP funds required additional staff 
review, the Board directed staff to continue working with Imperial and Tuolumne 
Counties so that their applications could be considered at a subsequent Board 
meeting this current fiscal year. 

• Imperial County notified Board staff in April 2005 that it discovered enough funds to 
close the site proposed for LCLP funding and withdrew its application from 
consideration. 

• Based upon Tuolumne County's passing score and priority points ranking, Board staff 
recommends partially funding the LCLP application for the Jamestown Central 
Landfill in Tuolumne County for a total of $472,000, which is the amount remaining 
in the LCLP 2004/2005 cycle appropriation. Tuolumne County is willing to accept 
the reduction in funding from $500,000 to $472,000. 

B. Environmental Issues 
The purpose of the LCLP is to help landfills close early to avoid or mitigate potential 
environmental problems caused or threatened by continued operation of the site. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Staff is unaware of any programmatic, long term impacts. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
The Landfill Closure Loan Program will not be burdensome to landfill operators since 
it offers them financial assistance for early closure. The public will benefit from 
early closure of potential environmental problems caused or threatened by continued 
operation unlined, older technology landfills. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
Assembly Bill 467 established the LCLP, which authorizes the Board to expend funds 
from the Integrated Waste Management Fund upon appropriation by the Legislature. 
The program has an appropriation of $640,000 for the FY 2004/2005 cycle. 

F. Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this 
item. Legal staff will provide assistance with developing loan paperwork and 
finalizing actual loan documents between the borrowers and the Board. 
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G. Environmental Justice 
Based upon available information, staff is not aware of any environmental justice 
issues related to this item. 

VI.  

VII.  

VIII.  

IX.  

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 4 by providing loans for the early closure of 
unlined, older technology landfills to help avoid or mitigate potential impacts of solid 
waste on public health and safety and the environment caused or threatened by 
continued operation of the sites. 

FUNDING INFORMATION 

1. Fund Source 
2. Amount 

Available 
3. Amount to 

Fund Item 
4. Amount 

Remaining 
5. Line Item 

Integrated Waste 
Management 
Account 

$ 472,000 $472,000 $ 0.00 Other - Loan 

ATTACHMENTS 
1. Landfill Closure Loan Program Panel Review Summary 
2. Resolution Number 2005-145 

STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Bridget D. Brown Phone: (916) 341-6325 
B. Legal Staff: Michael Bledsoe Phone: (916) 341-6058 
C. Administration Staff: Elsie Brenneman Phone: (916) 341-6178 

WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Staff received one letter of support from the Regional Council of Rural Counties. 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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• On April 19, 2005, the Board approved funding for the LCLP application for the City 
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III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the loan application and adopt Resolution 2005-145; or 
2. Approve the loan application and adopt Resolution 2005-145 with modifications; or 
3. Take no action and provide staff with further directions. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends Option 1, approve the loan application. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

• The Board is authorized to award loans to operators of unlined, older technology 
landfills desiring to close early to avoid or mitigate potential environmental 
problems caused or threatened by continued operation of the site. Priority is 
given to facilities that are small, are located in rural areas, have approved closure 
and postclosure maintenance plans, and/or have the highest degree of risk to 
public health and safety or the environment. 

• The LCLP received $640,000 from the Integrated Waste Management Account 
for the FY 2004/2005 cycle. 

• Maximum loan amounts are limited by statute to $500,000 per borrower and loans 
must be repaid within 10 years. The interest rate for the loan is zero. 
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• All three applications qualified for funding under the LCLP statute and 
regulations. The review panel then scored and ranked the applications based upon 
the number of priority points received. 

• On April 19, 2005, the Board approved funding for the LCLP application for the 
City of Portola landfill for a total of $168,000 from FY 2004/2005 funds based 
upon Portola's passing score and priority points ranking (Attachment 1). 

• Because the two remaining applications for LCLP funds required additional staff 
review, the Board directed staff to continue working with Imperial and Tuolumne 
Counties so that their applications could be considered at a subsequent Board 
meeting this current fiscal year. 

• Imperial County notified Board staff in April 2005 that it discovered enough funds to 
close the site proposed for LCLP funding and withdrew its application from 
consideration. 

• Based upon Tuolumne County's passing score and priority points ranking, Board staff 
recommends partially funding the LCLP application for the Jamestown Central 
Landfill in Tuolumne County for a total of $472,000, which is the amount remaining 
in the LCLP 2004/2005 cycle appropriation. Tuolumne County is willing to accept 
the reduction in funding from $500,000 to $472,000. 

B. Environmental Issues 
The purpose of the LCLP is to help landfills close early to avoid or mitigate potential 
environmental problems caused or threatened by continued operation of the site. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Staff is unaware of any programmatic, long term impacts. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
The Landfill Closure Loan Program will not be burdensome to landfill operators since 
it offers them financial assistance for early closure. The public will benefit from 
early closure of potential environmental problems caused or threatened by continued 
operation unlined, older technology landfills. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
Assembly Bill 467 established the LCLP, which authorizes the Board to expend funds 
from the Integrated Waste Management Fund upon appropriation by the Legislature. 
The program has an appropriation of $640,000 for the FY 2004/2005 cycle. 

F. Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this 
item. Legal staff will provide assistance with developing loan paperwork and 
finalizing actual loan documents between the borrowers and the Board. 
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G. Environmental Justice 
Based upon available information, staff is not aware of any environmental justice 
issues related to this item. 

VI.  

VII.  

VIII.  

IX.  

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 4 by providing loans for the early closure of 
unlined, older technology landfills to help avoid or mitigate potential impacts of solid 
waste on public health and safety and the environment caused or threatened by 
continued operation of the sites. 

FUNDING INFORMATION 

1. Fund Source 
2. Amount 

Available 
3. Amount to 

Fund Item 
4. Amount 

Remaining 
5. Line Item 

Integrated Waste 
Management 
Account 

$ 472,000 $472,000 $ 0.00 Other - Loan 

ATTACHMENTS 
1. Landfill Closure Loan Program Panel Review Summary 
2. Resolution Number 2005-145 

STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Bridget D. Brown Phone: (916) 341-6325 
B. Legal Staff: Michael Bledsoe Phone: (916) 341-6058 
C. Administration Staff: Elsie Brenneman Phone: (916) 341-6178 

WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Staff received one letter of support from the Regional Council of Rural Counties. 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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SUMMARY OF LANDFILL CLOSURE LOAN PROGRAM PANEL REVIEW 
(RANKED BY PRIORITY POINTS SCORE) 

# Applicant/Facility Project* Risk to Public Health and 
Safety/Environment* 

Priority Points 
Score 

Amount 
Requested ($) 

Previous Funding 
Award 

($) 

Current Funding 
Recommendation ($) 

1 City of Portola ( City 
of Portola Landfill) 

1. Planning and design 
costs necessary to 
prepare final closure 
plan; 

2. Construction costs 
consistent with the 
landfill's approved final 
closure plan. 

In response to a Notice of Violation issued by the 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) 
for groundwater contamination detected in site 
monitoring wells, the city prepared a corrective 
action report in November 2001 which identified 
landfill closure and capping as the preferred 
alternative to mitigate impacts. In October 2004, 
the city was issued a Cleanup and Abatement 
Order for the RWQCB for MtBE contamination in 
nearby domestic water well. 

100 $168,000 $168,000 

Board approved on 
April 19, 2005 

2 County of Tuolumne 
(Tuolumne Central 
(Jamestown) Landfill) 

1. Construction costs 
consistent with the 
landfill's approved final 
closure plan. 

The facility was issued a Cease & Desist Order 
by the RWQCB to address groundwater 
contamination and was ordered to close. A large 
tire pile, estimated between 50,000 and 100,000 
tires in size, exists on the site due to excavation 
required in the closure construction plan. This 
pile has the potential to propagate mosquitoes. 
Additionally, greater than normal amounts of 
rainfall have occurred and required extensive 
amounts of additional work to repair erosion and 
control runoff. 

95 $500,000 $472,000 

3 County of Imperial 
(Palo Verde Solid 
Waste Site) 

1. Planning and design 
costs necessary to 
prepare final closure 
plan; 

2. Costs for preparation 
of environmental 
documents associated 
with the final closure 
plan/closure; 

3. Construction costs 
consistent with the 
landfill's approved final 
closure plan; 

4. Governmental; fees 
associated with the 
final closure plan or 
closure. 

Risk to public health by virtue of its on-going 
acceptance of municipal waste. Applicant has 
implemented a transfer station and intends 
closure by February 2007 as per agreement with 
CIWMB. Would like to initiate closure earlier 
subject to LCLP loan approval. 

65 $300,000 LCLP loan application 
voluntarily withdrawn 

in April 2005 

Total $968,000 $168,000 $472,000 

Amount of Landfill Closure Loan Programs funds available for the entire 2004/2005 cycle: $640,000 
Amount of appropriation remaining after previous (April 2005) funding approval: $472,000 
*Project and Risk to Public Health and Safety/Environment information taken from LCLP application forms 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-145 

Consideration Of Approval Of Landfill Closure Loan Program Loan (Integrated Waste 
Management Account 2004/2005) 

WHEREAS, Assembly Bill 467 was signed on September 15, 2002, establishing the Landfill 
Closure Loan Program (LCLP) (Public Resources Code Sections 48200-48207; Title 27 
California Code of Regulations Sections 23001-23014) to provide financial assistance to 
operators of unlined solid waste landfills desiring to pursue early closure; and 

WHEREAS, the Board is authorized to make interest-free loans not exceeding $500,000 each 
from its Integrated Waste Management Account to assist operators of unlined solid waste 
landfills pursue early closure; and 

WHEREAS, at its February 18, 2004 meeting, the Board adopted the proposed LCLP 
regulations which became effective on June 14, 2004; and 

WHEREAS, a total of $640,000 is available for LCLP loans for the FY 2004-2005 cycle; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff received LCLP application requests from three landfill operators for 
LCLP loans totaling $968,000 for the FY 2004-2005 cycle; and 

WHEREAS, all three applications qualify under the LCLP regulations; and 

WHEREAS, the LCLP review panel reviewed the LCLP application ranking each based upon 
the number of priority points using the LCLP Scoring Criteria; and 

WHEREAS, at its April 19, 2005 meeting, the Board approved the award of a LCLP loan to the 
City of Portola for the amount of $168,000 and directed staff to continue working with Imperial 
County and Tuolumne County so that their applications could be considered at a subsequent 
Board meeting prior to the end of the current fiscal year; and 

WHEREAS, Imperial County notified Board staff in April 2005 that it discovered enough funds 
to close the site proposed for LCLP funding and voluntarily withdrew its application from 
consideration; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board authorizes the Executive Director, 
or his designee, to make the Landfill Closure Loan Program loan set out below; and 

(over) 

Page (2005-145) 

 

Page (2005-145)  

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 26 
June 14-15, 2005  Attachment 2  

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-145 

Consideration Of Approval Of Landfill Closure Loan Program Loan (Integrated Waste 
Management Account 2004/2005) 
 
WHEREAS, Assembly Bill 467 was signed on September 15, 2002, establishing the Landfill 
Closure Loan Program (LCLP) (Public Resources Code Sections 48200-48207; Title 27 
California Code of Regulations Sections 23001-23014) to provide financial assistance to 
operators of unlined solid waste landfills desiring to pursue early closure; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board is authorized to make interest-free loans not exceeding $500,000 each 
from its Integrated Waste Management Account to assist operators of unlined solid waste 
landfills pursue early closure; and 
 
WHEREAS, at its February 18, 2004 meeting, the Board adopted the proposed LCLP 
regulations which became effective on June 14, 2004; and 
 
WHEREAS, a total of $640,000 is available for LCLP loans for the FY 2004-2005 cycle; and 
 
WHEREAS, Board staff received LCLP application requests from three landfill operators for 
LCLP loans totaling $968,000 for the FY 2004-2005 cycle; and 
 
WHEREAS, all three applications qualify under the LCLP regulations; and 
 
WHEREAS, the LCLP review panel reviewed the LCLP application ranking each based upon 
the number of priority points using the LCLP Scoring Criteria; and 
 
WHEREAS, at its April 19, 2005 meeting, the Board approved the award of a LCLP loan to the 
City of Portola for the amount of $168,000 and directed staff to continue working with Imperial 
County and Tuolumne County so that their applications could be considered at a subsequent 
Board meeting prior to the end of the current fiscal year; and 
 
WHEREAS, Imperial County notified Board staff in April 2005 that it discovered enough funds 
to close the site proposed for LCLP funding and voluntarily withdrew its application from 
consideration; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board authorizes the Executive Director, 
or his designee, to make the Landfill Closure Loan Program loan set out below; and 
 
 
 

(over) 
 



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the award of this loan is conditioned upon the return by 
the proposed loan recipient of a complete and executed loan agreement within sixty (60) days of 
Board approval of the loan which may be extended for an additional sixty (60) days upon the 
consent of the Board and the loan applicant; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the board hereby approves the award of a Landfill Closure 
Loan Program loan to the County of Tuolumne for closure of the Tuolumne Central (Jamestown) 
Landfill in the principal amount of $472,000, subject to the terms and conditions contained in the 
loan agreement to be prepared by Board staff for the loan, and on such other terms and 
conditions as the Board or its duly authorized staff representative in its or their sole discretion 
deems necessary or advisable: 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board, the Executive Director, or their authorized 
representative(s), and each hereby is, authorized to do and perform any and all such acts, 
including, but not limited to, execution of the loan agreement and all other documents or 
certificates as the Board, the Executive Director, or their authorized representative(s), in its or 
their sole discretion, deem necessary or advisable to carry out the purposes of this Resolution. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 28 
ITEM 
Consideration Of Adoption Of Proposed Regulations For Long-Term Gas Violations At 
Permitted Facilities 
I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

This item requests consideration of adoption of the proposed regulations for long-term 
gas violations at permitted landfills. At its March 15-16, 2004 meeting, the Board 
directed staff to notice an additional 15-day comment period for proposed regulations for 
long-term gas violations at permitted facilities. The 15-day public comment period began 
on Thursday, April 7, and closed on Friday, April 22, 2005. This meeting constitutes the 
public hearing for the proposed regulation revisions. 

California Environmental Quality Act 
Board staff, in consultation with the Board's Legal Office, determined that the proposed 
regulatory amendments presented in this agenda item are exempt from the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Board will be asked to approve this finding. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
A long-term gas violation (LTGV) policy was initially considered at the July 20, 1994, 
Permitting and Enforcement Committee and the July 27, 1994, Board meetings. At that time, 
the Board adopted a practice for considering concurrence in the issuance of revised permits for 
facilities with long-term landfill gas violations. The Board revisited the LTGV policy at its 
November 14, 2000, meeting. At that meeting, the Board directed staff to provide analyses 
specific to: (1) the "good faith" effort that is to be demonstrated by the operator and (2) the 
"threat to public health, safety, or environment" as these items pertain to the procedure. 

A month later, the California State Auditor published a report containing a finding that the 
LTGV policy was inconsistent with State law. At its January 2001 meeting, the Board 
directed staff to work with two Board Member offices to develop regulatory concepts and 
bring them to the Board for consideration. Working jointly with Board Members, staff 
developed ten regulatory concepts. The Board also directed staff to seek input from a group 
of landfill gas experts on the technical issues of the ten concepts. The Permitting and 
Enforcement Committee further discussed this at its August 2002 meeting. 

In September 2003 the Permitting and Enforcement Committee directed staff to develop a 
new regulation that codifies the existing LTGV policy including the ten regulatory 
concepts and a provision for administrative civil penalties. 

In November 2003 Board staff held an informal workshop on draft regulations. 

The formal rulemaking process was initiated by a 45-day public comment period which 
ended on December 22, 2004. A public hearing was also held during the 
January 2005 Permitting and Enforcement Committee meeting. Then at the March 2005 
Permitting and Enforcement Committee meeting, staff was directed to initiate an 
additional 15-day public comment period which ended on April 22, 2005. 
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III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Find the proposed regulations exempt from the CEQA, approve the proposed 

regulations for adoption, direct staff to complete the rulemaking process with the 
Office of Administrative Law and adopt Resolution 2005-147. 

2. Direct staff to notice an additional 15-day comment period for proposed changes to 
the draft regulations with specific revisions. 

3. Direct staff to take other actions in accordance with the Board's direction. 

IV.  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends Option 1, find the proposed regulations revisions exempt from the 
CEQA, approve the proposed regulations for adoption, direct staff to complete the 
rulemaking process with the Office of Administrative Law and adopt Resolution 2005-147. 

V.  ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

The establishment of a landfill gas control system requires detailed investigation, 
design, construction, testing, and modifications which may require a number of 
months or, many times, more than a year to complete. A system must be "fine tuned" 
to fit the particular site's characteristics taking into account the site's geology, 
geography, waste and gas characterizations, gas generation rate volumes, as well as 
other considerations. Therefore, it typically takes up to two years to fully implement 
a landfill gas control system. 

Utilization of the LTGV practice, which is now embodied within the draft regulations, 
has allowed facility operators to revise their permits to address changes in the solid 
waste infrastructure. In some cases, permit revisions have facilitated compliance with 
the gas control standard by increasing the amount of capital available to the operator to 
invest in a control system. 

No comments were received with respect to the newly proposed changes during the 
formal 15-day comment period which ended on April 22, 2005. The proposed 
regulations for adoption, including staff's proposed changes that were circulated 
during the 15-day comment period, are included in Attachment 1. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Board staff, in consultation with the Board's Legal Office, determined that the 
proposed regulations presented in this agenda item are exempt from CEQA. The 
regulations are exempt from CEQA pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15308, the 
categorical exemption for actions taken by regulatory agencies to protect the 
environment. The proposed regulations, among other things, specify actions the 
operator of a landfill or disposal site that has a long-term gas violation must take in 
order to comply with State Minimum Standards. These regulations will result in 
operators taking action to monitor the presence of landfill decomposition gases and to 
reduce such emissions below regulatory levels in a reasonably short time, as site 
conditions will allow. Such actions will protect and enhance the environment by 
reducing the amount of landfill decomposition gases that are emitted from landfills 
and other disposal sites in as short a time as practicable. Absent these regulations, 
excessive emissions of landfill decomposition gases from landfills and other disposal 
sites would continue for longer periods of time. 
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rulemaking process with the Office of Administrative Law and adopt Resolution 2005-147. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

The establishment of a landfill gas control system requires detailed investigation, 
design, construction, testing, and modifications which may require a number of 
months or, many times, more than a year to complete.  A system must be “fine tuned” 
to fit the particular site’s characteristics taking into account the site’s geology, 
geography, waste and gas characterizations, gas generation rate volumes, as well as 
other considerations.  Therefore, it typically takes up to two years to fully implement 
a landfill gas control system. 

 
Utilization of the LTGV practice, which is now embodied within the draft regulations, 
has allowed facility operators to revise their permits to address changes in the solid 
waste infrastructure.  In some cases, permit revisions have facilitated compliance with 
the gas control standard by increasing the amount of capital available to the operator to 
invest in a control system. 

 
No comments were received with respect to the newly proposed changes during the 
formal 15-day comment period which ended on April 22, 2005.  The proposed 
regulations for adoption, including staff’s proposed changes that were circulated 
during the 15-day comment period, are included in Attachment 1. 
 

B. Environmental Issues 
Board staff, in consultation with the Board’s Legal Office, determined that the 
proposed regulations presented in this agenda item are exempt from CEQA.  The 
regulations are exempt from CEQA pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15308, the 
categorical exemption for actions taken by regulatory agencies to protect the 
environment.  The proposed regulations, among other things, specify actions the 
operator of a landfill or disposal site that has a long-term gas violation must take in 
order to comply with State Minimum Standards.  These regulations will result in 
operators taking action to monitor the presence of landfill decomposition gases and to 
reduce such emissions below regulatory levels in a reasonably short time, as site 
conditions will allow.  Such actions will protect and enhance the environment by 
reducing the amount of landfill decomposition gases that are emitted from landfills 
and other disposal sites in as short a time as practicable.  Absent these regulations, 
excessive emissions of landfill decomposition gases from landfills and other disposal 
sites would continue for longer periods of time. 
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If the Board determines the regulatory amendments are exempt from CEQA pursuant 
to the above noted exemption, staff will file a Notice of Exemption with the State 
Office of Planning and Research. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Resolution of the long-term gas violation issue will add clarity to the landfill permit 
process. 

No long-term impacts have been noted at the time the item was prepared. 
D. Stakeholder Impacts 

Final resolution of the long-term gas violation issue will positively support LEAs in 
the landfill permitting process and provide clarity to landfill operators. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
An economic and fiscal analysis has been done during the formal rulemaking process. The 
findings were that these regulations will have no significant fiscal impacts. 

F. Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this item. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental justice issues 
related to this item. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 4 by managing and mitigating the impacts of 
solid waste on public health and safety and the environment. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
Not Applicable 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Proposed Long-Term Gas Violation Regulations 
2.  Resolution Number 2005-147 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: John Bell Phone: (916) 341-6368 
B. Legal Staff: Michael Bledsoe Phone: (916) 341-6058 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 
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IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A.  Support 

Staff has not received any written support at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 

B.  Opposition 
Based upon a written comment received during the 15-day comment period, the 
following individual opposes a portion of the proposed regulations unless modified as 
indicated in the comment email. The comment was not on the newly proposed 
changes but rather was a reiterated comment from the initial 45-day comment period. 
The Permitting and Enforcement Committee directed Staff to address the comment in 
the final statement of reasons: 

Don Holm, Senior Environmental Scientist, Glenn County Environmental Health 
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California Code of Regulations 
Title 27, Environmental Protection 
Division 2, Solid Waste 
Subdivision 1, Consolidated Regulations for Treatment, Storage or Disposal of Solid Waste 
Chapter 4, Documentation and Reporting for Regulatory Tiers, Permits, WDRs, and Plans 
Subchapter 3, Development of Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) and Solid Waste Facility Permits 
Article 3.1. CIWMB - CIWMB Requirements 

21685. CIWMB - Proposed Permit; CIWMB Processing Requirements. (T14: §18207, §17608) 

(a) The CIWMB shall stamp the proposed permit with the date of receipt at the time the envelope is opened. The CIWMB shall 
consider each proposed permit, any public testimony, and comments. Written comments may be submitted to the CIWMB and 
will become part of the CIWMB record. Such written comments shall be made available to the EA. 

(b) The CIWMB shall not concur in issuance of the proposed permit if the following information, if applicable, has not been 
submitted to the EA and the CIWMB pursuant to PRC section 44009: 

(1) Complete and correct Report of Facility Information as certified by the EA, 
(2) EA's Permit Review Report pursuant to section 21675, 
(3) EA's proposed permit written pursuant to this Subchapter. 
(4) (A) Information that the facility is identified and described in or conforms with the County Solid Waste 

Management Plan (PRC section 50000); and that the facility is consistent with the city or county General 
Plan and compatible with surrounding land use, in accordance with PRC section 50000.5; or 
(B) After a countywide or regional agency integrated waste management plan has been approved by the 
CIWMB, the EA's finding that the facility has met the requirements of PRC section 50001. 

(5) Documentation sufficient for the CIWMB to deem that a Preliminary or Final Closure/Postclosure Maintenance 
Plan is consistent with closure and postclosure maintenance state minimum standards (including, but not limited to, 
Chapters 3 and 4) for those portions of the plan subject to CIWMB jurisdiction, if applicable; 

(i) For closure plans submitted as part of a JTD, the determination whether the plans are consistent 
with state minimum standards shall be made within 60 days of the plans being considered complete 
pursuant to section 21860(c). 

(ii) This preliminary determination shall constitute the staff recommendation for the Board 
consideration of concurrence with a SWFP unless the application package, of which the JTD was a 
part, is amended or modified. 

(iii) This determination is solely for the Board consideration of concurrence with a SWFP and does not 
constitute any final determination for the closure plans review process pursuant to section 21860. 

(6) Land Use and/or Conditional Use Permits; 
(7) (A) Current documentation of acceptable funding levels for Financial Assurances Documentation in 

accordance with Chapter 6, if applicable; and 
(B) Current documentation of compliance with Operating Liability Requirements, if applicable (Chapter 6). 

(8) The CIWMB shall ensure the facility is operating consistent with State Minimum Standards, pursuant to Subchapter 
4 of Chapter 3 of this subdivision or applicable minimum standards in Title 14 (section 17200 et seq.), 
(9) The EA finding that existing CEQA documentation is consistent with and supports the proposed permit and RFI or 
supporting information indicating the EA has found that approval of the proposed permit would not lead to any adverse 
environmental impacts and is exempt from the requirements of CEQA. 

(c) The CIWMB shall either concur or object to the issuance of the proposed permit within sixty days of receipt, except as 
authorized by PRC section 44009, or by operator's consent. If the CIWMB objects to a proposed permit, it shall accompany its 
objection with an explanation of its action, which may suggest conditions or other amendments that may render the proposed 
permit unobjectionable; however, such suggestions do not constitute approval of the proposed permit subject to incorporation of 
the suggestions. 

(d) For the purposes of CIWMB's determination to concur in or to object to a proposed permit pursuant to subsection (c) above, a 
facility that has landfill decomposition gases exceeding the compliance levels in Sections 20919.5 or 20921, or at which a hazard 
or nuisance may exist pursuant to Section 20919, shall be considered to be consistent with State Minimum Standards specified in 
Sections 20919, 20919.5, and 20921 for purposes of subdivision (b) (8) of this section if all of the following requirements have 
been satisfied with respect to the facility (for the purposes of this subsection, "facility" includes "disposal site" 
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(8) The CIWMB shall ensure the facility is operating consistent with State Minimum Standards, pursuant to Subchapter 
4 of Chapter 3 of this subdivision or applicable minimum standards in Title 14 (section 17200 et seq.), 
(9) The EA finding that existing CEQA documentation is consistent with and supports the proposed permit and RFI or 
supporting information indicating the EA has found that approval of the proposed permit would not lead to any adverse 
environmental impacts and is exempt from the requirements of CEQA. 

 
(c) The CIWMB shall either concur or object to the issuance of the proposed permit within sixty days of receipt, except as 
authorized by PRC section 44009, or by operator’s consent.  If the CIWMB objects to a proposed permit, it shall accompany its 
objection with an explanation of its action, which may suggest conditions or other amendments that may render the proposed 
permit unobjectionable; however, such suggestions do not constitute approval of the proposed permit subject to incorporation of 
the suggestions. 
 
(d) For the purposes of CIWMB’s determination to concur in or to object to a proposed permit pursuant to subsection (c) above, a 
facility that has landfill decomposition gases exceeding the compliance levels in Sections 20919.5 or 20921, or at which a hazard 
or nuisance may exist pursuant to Section 20919, shall be considered to be consistent with State Minimum Standards specified in 
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been satisfied with respect to the facility (for the purposes of this subsection, “facility” includes “disposal site”.): 
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a) The operator shall have delivered all notices to the EA and owner as required by Sections 20919, 20919.5, and 20937 as 
applicable. 

(A). The site-specific compliance level applicable to the facility shall be the lesser of that specified in (i) the facility's 
JTD/RFI, closure and postclosure maintenance plans, or the permit for the facility, or (ii) shall be the levels specified 
in Sections 20919.5 or 20921, as applicable. 

(B). The facility's compliance boundary for landfill decomposition gas migration shall be the permitted facility 
boundary or other alternate boundary within the permitted facility boundary approved by the EA 

al The EA shall have forwarded to CIWMB all notifications;  received pursuant to subdivision (d)(1) above. 
(3) Landfill gas monitoring has been and is being conducted at least monthly, at a minimum, after notice to the EA and shall 

continue until the operator has complied with the enforcement order issued pursuant to subdivision (d)(6) below. 
(A) The EA has determined that landfill decomposition gas generated by the facility does not constitute an imminent and 

substantial threat to public health and safety or the environment. 
(A). For purposes of this section, an imminent and substantial threat to public health and safety or the environment is 
defined as a condition which is creating a substantial probability of harm, when the probability and potential extent of 
harm make it reasonably necessary to take immediate action to prevent, reduce, or mitigate the harm to persons, 
property, natural resources, or the public health or safety. 

(5) The EA has determined that to come into compliance with Sections 20919, 20919.5, and 20921 it will take the operator 
longer than 90 days due to the time it takes to plan and implement appropriate corrective measures. 

(§) The facility is operating under an enforcement order issued to the operator and which meets all of the following 
requirements: 

(A). The order was issued pursuant to 14 CCR 18304.1(a)(3) and includes a compliance schedule for bringing the 
facility into compliance,with Sections 20919, 20919.5, and 20921, 

(B). A final order has been issued pursuant to 14 CCR 18304.2. 
(C). A copy of the proposed order and _any amended order Pronosed by the EA was provided to the CIWMB for review 
and comment prior to its issuance. 

(7) The EA has reviewed and approved and the CIWMB has reviewed all investigation reports or results, proposed workplans, 
or proposed gas mitigation measures submitted pursuant to the enforcement order issued pursuant to subdivision (d)(6). 

(A). If possible, all parties shall mutually agree to time frames for EA and CIWMB review of the submitted 
documents so that all reviews can be completed expeditiously. In the event agreement cannot be reached, the EA and 
CIWMB shall determine the schedule§ for their reviews. 

(1 The operator is in compliance with the approved gas mitigation measures or workplan approved by the EA and specified in 
the enforcement order, 

(A). If the operator fails to comply with the enforcement order, the EA shall, as necessary and appropriate: 
(i). Take additional enforcement action, ifteladifwhich may include the imposition of administrative civil 

penalties in an amount from one hundred dollars ($100) up to five thousand dollars ($5,000) for each 
day on which a violation occurs pursuant to Section 45011 of the Public Resources Cod; or 

(ii). Take direct cleanup action pursuant to an appropriate enforcement order. 
(B). If the EA fails to take appropriate enforcement action as specified in 14 CCR 18084(d), CIWMB may take 
enforcement action pursuant to 14 CCR 18350. 

(C). If the CIWMB takes enforcement action in lieu of the EA, any required public hearing shall be conducted by the 
CIWMB Executive Director or his/her designee. 

(9) For facilities that propose a facility property boundary expansion, ea footprint expansion, cn.n other increase in facility 
capacity Oeter-a4=eroeft.i.eal4 as part of the permit application i , 
investigations or analyses respecting landfill decomposition gases at the facility must have been conducted by the operator 
prior to the submittal of the permit application to the EA and the results of such investigations and analyses shall be 
submitted to the EA, afid CIWMB, RWOCB, APCD/AOMD, and any other appropriate agency prior to or concurrent with 
the permit application. 

(A). The investigations or analyses and shall evaluate: 
a Whether the proposed expansion may increase the magnitude or complexity of the noncompliance with 

Sections 20919, 20919.5, and 20921 
(ii). Whether the proposed expansion may cause potential impacts to water quality and air quality or other 

impacts outside the jurisdiction of the EA. 
(B). If the results of the investigations and analyses_ conducted pursuant to this subdivision (d)(9)igijawarrant, the 
operator shall include an analysis and additional feasible control measures as part of the gas mitigation measures or 
workplan specified in the order required by subdivision (d)(6). 

(de) If an applicant or enforcement agency requests that revisions, additions or amendments be considered, these will be 
considered in accordance with the conditions specified in section 21580 and Subsection (e) of section 21650 respectively. 

Note: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and 43020, Public Resources Code. 
Reference: Sections 43103, 44007-44010, and 44014, Public Resources Code. 
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applicable.  
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(3) Landfill gas monitoring has been and is being conducted at least monthly, at a minimum, after notice to the EA and shall 

continue until the operator has complied with the enforcement order issued pursuant to subdivision (d)(6) below. 
(4) The EA has determined that landfill decomposition gas generated by the facility does not constitute an imminent and 

substantial threat to public health and safety or the environment. 
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defined as a condition which is creating a substantial probability of harm, when the probability and potential extent of 
harm make it reasonably necessary to take immediate action to prevent, reduce, or mitigate the harm to persons, 
property, natural resources, or the public health or safety. 

(5) The EA has determined that to come into compliance with Sections 20919, 20919.5, and 20921 it will take the operator 
longer than 90 days due to the time it takes to plan and implement appropriate corrective measures. 

(6) The facility is operating under an enforcement order issued to the operator and which meets all of the following 
requirements: 

(A). The order was issued pursuant to 14 CCR 18304.1(a)(3) and includes a compliance schedule for bringing the 
facility into compliance with Sections 20919, 20919.5, and 20921. 

(B). A final order has been issued pursuant to 14 CCR 18304.2. 
(C). A copy of the proposed order and any amended order proposed by the EA was provided to the CIWMB for review 
and comment prior to its issuance. 

(7) The EA has reviewed and approved and the CIWMB has reviewed all investigation reports or results, proposed workplans, 
or proposed gas mitigation measures submitted pursuant to the enforcement order issued pursuant to subdivision (d)(6). 

(A).   If possible, all parties shall mutually agree to time frames for EA and CIWMB review of the submitted 
documents so that all reviews can be completed expeditiously.  In the event agreement cannot be reached, the EA and 
CIWMB shall determine the schedules for their reviews. 

(8) The operator is in compliance with the approved gas mitigation measures or workplan approved by the EA and specified in 
the enforcement order, 

(A).  If the operator fails to comply with the enforcement order, the EA shall, as necessary and appropriate:  
(i). Take additional enforcement action, including which may include the imposition of administrative civil 

penalties in an amount from one hundred dollars ($100) up to five thousand dollars ($5,000) for each 
day on which a violation occurs pursuant to Section 45011 of the Public Resources Code, or 

(ii). Take direct cleanup action pursuant to an appropriate enforcement order. 
(B). If the EA fails to take appropriate enforcement action as specified in 14 CCR 18084(d), CIWMB may take 
enforcement action pursuant to 14 CCR 18350. 

(C). If the CIWMB takes enforcement action in lieu of the EA, any required public hearing shall be conducted by the 
CIWMB Executive Director or his/her designee. 

(9) For facilities that propose a facility property boundary expansion, or a footprint expansion, or any other increase in facility 
capacity (lateral or vertical) as part of the permit application submitted pursuant to subdivision (a) of this section, 
investigations or analyses respecting landfill decomposition gases at the facility must have been conducted by the operator 
prior to the submittal of the permit application to the EA and the results of such investigations and analyses shall be 
submitted to the EA, and CIWMB, RWQCB, APCD/AQMD, and any other appropriate agency prior to or concurrent with 
the permit application.  

(A).  The investigations or analyses and shall evaluate: 
(i). Whether the proposed expansion may increase the magnitude or complexity of the noncompliance with 

Sections 20919, 20919.5, and 20921   
(ii). Whether the proposed expansion may cause potential impacts to water quality and air quality or other 

impacts outside the jurisdiction of the EA. 
(B). If the results of the investigations and analyses conducted pursuant to this subdivision (d)(9)(A)(i) warrant, the 
operator shall include an analysis and additional feasible control measures as part of the gas mitigation measures or 
workplan specified in the order required by subdivision (d)(6). 

 
(de) If an applicant or enforcement agency requests that revisions, additions or amendments be considered, these will be 
considered in accordance with the conditions specified in section 21580 and Subsection (e) of section 21650 respectively. 
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 40502 and 43020, Public Resources Code. 

Reference:  Sections 43103, 44007-44010, and 44014, Public Resources Code. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-147 

Consideration Of Adoption Of Proposed Regulations For Long-Term Gas Violations At 
Permitted Facilities 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) §40502 authorizes the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board (Board) to adopt and revise regulations, as necessary; and 

WHEREAS, the Board's Permitting & Enforcement Committee directed staff to draft regulations for long-term 
gas violations at permitted landfills, and 

WHEREAS, the Board provided public notice of the proposed regulations revisions, received comments regarding 
the proposed regulations, considered appropriate responses to all relevant comments, and met all relevant 
requirements of Government Code Section 11430 et. seq., and Title 1, California Code of Regulations (CCR), 
Sections 1 et. seq.; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has determined that the proposed regulatory changes are categorically exempt from the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq., pursuant to Section 
15308 of the CEQA Guidelines, Title 14 CCR, as an action taken by a regulatory agency to assure the maintenance, 
restoration, enhancement or protection of the environment, and will not have a significant effect on the environment. 
The proposed regulations, among other things, specify actions the operator of a landfill or disposal site that has a 
long-term gas violation must take in order to comply with State Minimum Standards. These regulations will result 
in operators taking action to monitor the presence of landfill decomposition gases and to reduce such emissions 
below regulatory levels in a reasonably short time, as site conditions will allow. Such actions will protect and 
enhance the environment by reducing the amount of landfill decomposition gases that are emitted from landfills and 
other disposal sites in as short a time as practicable. Absent these regulations, excessive emissions of landfill 
decomposition gases from landfills and other disposal sites would continue for longer periods of time; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board fmds these regulatory amendments to be exempt from 
CEQA as identified in 14 CCR, §15308, and directs staff to file a Notice of Exemption with the Office of Planning 
and Research pursuant to CEQA.; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board hereby adopts amendments to 27 CCR, Division 2, Chapter 4, 
Subchapter 3, Article 3.1§ 21685, and directs staff to submit the regulations to the Office of Administrative Law 
for review and approval. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management Board does 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a 
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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long-term gas violation must take in order to comply with State Minimum Standards.  These regulations will result 
in operators taking action to monitor the presence of landfill decomposition gases and to reduce such emissions 
below regulatory levels in a reasonably short time, as site conditions will allow.  Such actions will protect and 
enhance the environment by reducing the amount of landfill decomposition gases that are emitted from landfills and 
other disposal sites in as short a time as practicable.  Absent these regulations, excessive emissions of landfill 
decomposition gases from landfills and other disposal sites would continue for longer periods of time; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board finds these regulatory amendments to be exempt from 
CEQA as identified in 14 CCR, §15308, and directs staff to file a Notice of Exemption with the Office of Planning 
and Research pursuant to CEQA.; 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board hereby adopts amendments to 27 CCR, Division 2, Chapter 4, 
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CERTIFICATION 

 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management Board does 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a 
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of The Adoption Of Proposed Regulations For RCRA Subtitle D Program 
Research, Development, And Demonstration Permits 

I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
This item considers adoption of proposed regulations for Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act (RCRA) Subtitle D Program Research, Development, and Demonstration 
(RD&D) Permits. An additional 15-day public comment period conducted for changes to 
the proposed regulations as directed by the Permitting and Enforcement Committee was 
completed May 3. No comments were received during the 15-day public comment 
period. Board staff, in consultation with the Board's Legal Office, determined that the 
proposed regulatory amendments presented in this agenda item are exempt from the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

California's Subtitle D Program is jointly implemented by the Board and State Water 
Resources Control Board (SWRCB). The SWRCB is conducting a public hearing on July 6, 
2005, for proposed SWRCB revised Policy 93-62 to incorporate RD&D Permits. Adoption 
by SWRCB may occur as early as July 21, 2005. Upon adoption of RD&D regulations by 
the Board, and the revised RD&D Policy by SWRCB, staff of the Board and SWRCB will 
coordinate submittal of both packages to the Office of Administrative Law (OAL) for 
approval. Upon approval by OAL, a joint submittal will be made to the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) to update California's Subtitle D Program. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
• At the May 12, 2004 meeting (Agenda Item 21), the Board considered directing staff 

to begin the formal rulemaking process and notice proposed regulations for comment 
to incorporate USEPA's RCRA Subtitle D Program Research, Development, and 
Demonstration (RD&D) Permit flexibility in California's Subtitle D Program. The 
Board directed staff to conduct a workshop with stakeholders and bring back the 
regulations for consideration at the July 13-14, 2004 Board meeting. 

• At the July 14, 2004 meeting (Agenda Item 15), the Board directed staff to notice the 
proposed RD&D regulations. 

• At the December 6, 2004 meeting (Agenda Item E/23), the Permitting and 
Enforcement Committee held a public hearing on the proposed RD&D regulations. 

• At the April 11, 2005 Committee meeting (Agenda Item 1/18), the Permitting and 
Enforcement directed staff to notice recommended changes to the proposed 
regulations for an additional 15-day comment period. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Determine the proposed regulations to be exempt from CEQA requirements, and approve 

the proposed regulations for adoption, directing staff to complete the rulemaking process 
with the Office of Administrative Law, and adopt Resolution No. 2005-. 

2. Direct staff to make revisions to the recommended changes to the proposed 
regulations and notice the changes for an additional 15-day comment period. 

3. Direct staff to take other actions in accordance with the Board's direction. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends Option 1. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Background 

The USEPA issued a final rule on March 22, 2004 to allow Research, Development, and 
Demonstration (RD&D) Permits for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills (MSW landfills) 
under Title 40, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 258 (RCRA Subtitle D). The rule 
became effective April 21, 2004. The rule, including supporting information, can be 
downloaded from: (http://www.epa.gov/epaoswer/non-hw/muncpl/mswlficr/index.htm).  

The intent of the rule is to provide for site-specific variances from certain Subtitle D 
criteria in order to implement innovative MSW landfill technologies, provided that 
the owner/operator demonstrates that compliance with the variance will not increase 
risk to human health and the environment over the standard requirements. RD&D 
Permits would allow approved state Subtitle D Programs to issue such variances 
under specified conditions and controls. 

The specific variances potentially allowed for are within the primary jurisdiction of 
the SWRCB and would be restricted to the following criteria: 

• Run-on control systems in 40 CFR 258.26(a)(1) 
(27 CCR 20365 and 20820) 

• Liquids restrictions in 40 CFR 258.28(a) 
(27 CCR 20200(d) and 20340) 

• Final cover criteria of 40 CFR 258.60(a)(1), (a)(2), and (b)(1) 
(27 CCR 21090 and 21140) 

Additional background information on the RD&D Rule and proposed regulations was 
provided at the April 11, 2005 (Item 1/18) and December 6, 2004 (Item E/23) (Item 
Permitting and Enforcement Committee Meetings, and July 14, 2004 (Item 15) and 
May 11-12 (Item 21), 2004 Board Meetings. Results from a stakeholder workshop 
conducted June 28, 2004, and discussion at the Solid Waste Association of North 
America (SWANA) landfill symposium June 23, 2004 were also presented at the 
July 14, 2004 Board Meeting. 

Potential RD&D Projects 
It is anticipated that the primary demand for RD&D approvals will be to operate MSW 
landfills as bioreactors, where bulk liquids and liquid wastes are added in a controlled 
fashion into the waste mass to accelerate or enhance biostabilization of the waste. 

Presentation and discussion concerning bioreactor landfills and the anticipated RD&D 
Rule was included as part of the Permitting and Enforcement Committee's public 
workshop and field trip conducted at the Yolo County Landfill on October 27, 2003 
(http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/agendas/mtgdocs/2003/10/00012754.doc). Board staff is 
aware of at least one new solid waste landfill bioreactor landfill project on hold until such 
time that RD&D flexibility is available. At least several other projects are in the initial 
planning stage. 
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Proposed Approach For RD&D Permits in the California Subtitle D Program 
USEPA requires approved states to incorporate RD&D requirements in their approved 
Subtitle D Programs to issue RD&D Permits (http://www.epa.gov/epaoswer/non-
hw/muncpl/mswlficr/rd&d-fs.pdf).  

SWRCB intends to revise its Municipal Solid Waste Landfill Policy 93-62 to 
incorporate RD&D requirements within its part of the Subtitle D Program. The 
SWRCB has released the revised Policy 93-62 for public comment, will conduct a 
public hearing at their July 6, 2005 public workshop, and is anticipated to adopt the 
revised Policy as early as July 21, 2005. Staffs of the SWRCB and CIWMB intend to 
submit both of their respective RD&D requirements to the Office of Administrative 
Law (OAL) and, upon approval by OAL, to USEPA concurrently. 

California's approved Subtitle D Program status would not be affected should the 
Board decide not to adopt RD&D regulations, or if the SWRCB decides not to amend 
Policy 93-62. However, should the Board and/or SWRCB not adopt RD&D 
requirements, there would be no flexibility for owners/operators to obtain the 
variances specified in these regulations. 

The proposed new regulations, 27 CCR Section 20070, would be a combined Board 
and SWRCB regulation. Board and SWRCB staff believe that existing 27 CCR 
standards and permitting requirements, coupled with USEPA's new criteria, would 
currently provide adequate protection of public health and safety and the environment 
for RD&D projects. Therefore, the proposed approach in these regulations is to 
minimize additional regulatory language and processes in 27 CCR, other than adding 
the new USEPA RD&D language and modifications as discussed below. The RD&D 
Permit would be defined as the issued Solid Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP) and 
Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs), or if applicable, the approved Final Closure 
and Postclosure Maintenance Plans. 

With respect to the Board's authority and role, the RD&D permit approval process 
would be the same as for any other full solid waste permit, with additional authority 
provided by the new state minimum standards in the proposed regulations. The 
regulations would also provide the Board with additional authority to order 
termination of an RD&D project pursuant to existing 14 CCR enforcement processes. 

Issuance of any RD&D variances would not relieve the owner or operator from 
complying with all other applicable standards of 27 CCR. For example, an RD&D 
variance from 40 CFR 258.28 that is issued for liquids restriction would not relieve 
the owner/operator from complying with the more stringent SWRCB liquid 
management and leachate collection and removal system requirements of 27 CCR 
20200(d) and 20340. Owners/operators would still retain potential overall flexibility 
from SWRCB for allowance of engineered alternatives pursuant to 27 CCR 20080(b), 
subject to any restrictions under 40 CFR 258. 

Comments Received 
The 45-day comment period closed November 30, 2004 and additional comments 
were received at the Public Hearing on December 6, 2004. At the April 11, 2005 
Committee meeting (Agenda Item E/ 8), the Permitting and Enforcement Committee 
considered all comments received and directed staff to notice recommended changes 
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to the proposed regulations for an additional 15-day comment period. At the time of 
preparation of this agenda item, no comments had been received during the 15-day 
comment period which closed May 3, 2005 at 5:00 pm. 

B. Environmental Issues 
CEQA 
Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Division 6, Chapter 3, Article 19, 
Section 15308, Actions by Regulatory Agencies for Protection of the Environment, is 
the appropriate categorical exemption supporting the proposed exemption from CEQA 
for this regulation package. 

Class 8 consists of actions taken by regulatory agencies, as authorized by state or 
local ordinance, to assure the maintenance, restoration, enhancement, or protection of 
the environment where the regulatory process involves procedures for protection of 
the environment. 

If the Board determines the regulatory amendments are exempt from CEQA pursuant 
to the above noted exemption, staff will file a Notice of Exemption with the State 
Office of Planning and Research (OPR). 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Staff is not aware of any program/long term impacts related to this item. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Staff is not aware of any stakeholder impacts related to this item. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
Staff is not aware of any fiscal impacts related to this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
Staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this item. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Staff is not aware of any environmental justice issues related to this item. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
The proposed regulations would support Goal 4 of the Board's Strategic Plan which 
is to manage and mitigate the impacts of solid waste on public health and safety and 
the environment and promote integrated and consistent permitting, inspection, and 
enforcement efforts. 

VI.  FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII.  ATTACHMENTS 
1. Proposed Regulations for RCRA Subtitle D Program Research, Development, And 

Demonstration Permits 
2. Resolution Number 2005-148 
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VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Scott Walker Phone: (916) 341-6319 
B. Legal Staff: Deborah Borzelleri Phone: (916) 341-6056 

Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Based on comments received during the Committee's April 11 consideration of 
directing staff to notice 15-day comment period changes, the following people and 
organizations have indicated support of the regulations: Waste Management, Mr. 
George Larson; and California Refuse Removal Council (CRRC), Mr. Evan Edgar. 

B. Opposition 
Based on comments received during the Committee's April 11 consideration of 
directing staff to notice 15-day comment period changes, Mr. Scott Smithline, on 
behalf of Californians Against Waste (CAW), indicated that CAW neither supports 
nor opposes the proposed regulations, given the proposed 15-day comment period 
changes. CAW had previously opposed the proposed regulations based on comments 
presented for the 45-day public comment period and Public Hearing. 
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Note: 15-Day Comment Period Changes Are in Bold/Double Underlined (Additions). 

Title 27 California Code of Regulations 

Division 2. Solid Waste 
Subdivision 1. Consolidated Regulations for Treatment, Storage, Processing, 

or Disposal of Solid Waste 

Chapter 1. General 
Article 1. Purpose, Scope and Applicability 

Section 20070. Combined CIWMB and SWRCB Federal Subtitle D Research, 
Development, and Demonstration Permits 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph (f) of this section, EA with concurrence by the 
CIWMB, and the RWQCB, may issue a research, development, and demonstration 
permit for a new MSWLF unit, existing MSWLF unit, or lateral expansion, for which the 
owner or operator proposes to utilize innovative and new methods which vary from 
either or both of the criteria listed in subsections (1) and (2) below, provided that the 
MSWLF unit has a leachate collection system designed and constructed to maintain 
less than a 30-cm depth of leachate on the liner: 

(1) The run-on control systems in 40 CFR Section 258.26(a)(1), as implemented in 
Title 27, CCR; and 

(2) The liquids restrictions in 40 CFR 258.28(a), as implemented in Title 27, CCR. 

(b) The EA with concurrence by the CIWMB, and the RWQCB, may issue a 
research, development, and demonstration permit for a new MSWLF unit, existing 
MSWLF unit, or lateral expansion, for which the owner or operator proposes to utilize 
innovative and new methods which vary from the final cover criteria of 40 CFR 
258.60(a)(1), (a)(2) and (b)(1), as implemented in Title 27, CCR, provided the MSWLF 
unit owner/operator demonstrates that the infiltration of liquid through the alternative 
cover system will not cause contamination of groundwater or surface water, or cause 
leachate depth on the liner to exceed 30-cm. 

(c) Any permit issued under this section must include such terms and conditions at 
least as protective as the criteria for MSWLFs, as set forth in this Division, to assure 
protection of public health and safety and the environment. Such permits shall: 

(1) Provide for the construction and operation of such facilities as necessary, for not 
longer than three years, unless renewed as provided in paragraph (e) of this section; 

(2) Provide that the MSWLF unit must receive only those types and quantities of 
municipal solid waste and nonhazardous wastes which the EA, CIWMB, and the 
RWQCB, deems appropriate for the purposes of determining the efficacy and 
performance capabilities of the technology or process; 

(3) Include such requirements as necessary to protect public health and safety and 
the environment, including such requirements as necessary for testing and providing 
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43 performance capabilities of the technology or process; 
(3) Include such requirements as necessary to protect public health and safety and 44 

the environment, including such requirements as necessary for testing and providing 45 
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1 information to the EA, CIWMB, and the RWQCB with respect to the operation of the 
2 facility; 
3 f4) Require the owner or operator of a MSWLF unit permitted under this section to 
4 submit an annual report to the EA, CIWMB, and the RWQCB showing whether and to 
5 what extent the site is progressing in attaining project goals. The report shall also 
6 include a summary of all monitoring and testing results, as well as any other operating 
7 information specified in the permit and its supporting documents; and 
8 (5) Require compliance with all MSWLF criteria, as set forth in this Division, except 
9 as permitted under this section. 

10 
11 (d) The EA, CIWMB, or the RWQCB may order an immediate termination of all 
12 operations at the facility allowed under this section or other corrective measures at any 
13 time the EA, CIWMB, or the RWQCB determines that the overall goals of the project are 
14 not being attained, including protection of public health and safety or the environment, 
15 pursuant to procedures set forth in this Division, Division 7 of Title 14, and Division 30 of 
16 the Public Resources Code. 
17 
18 (e) For the purposes of this section, a research, development, and demonstration 
19 permit shall mean the SWFP and WDRs issued pursuant to Chapter 4 of this Division, 
20 or if applicable, the approved final closure and postclosure maintenance plans required 
21 in accordance with Chapter 4 of this Division. 
22 
23 (f) Any permit issued under this section shall not exceed three years and each 
24 renewal of a permit shall not exceed three years. The total term for a permit for a 
25 project including renewals shall not exceed twelve years. A permit renewal under this 
26 section shall conform to the following requirements: 
27 (1) The applicant shall provide a detailed assessment of the project showing the 
28 status with respect to achieving project goals, a list of problems and status with respect 
29 to problem resolutions, and any other requirements specific to the operation that the EA 
30 with concurrence by the CIWMB, and the RWQCB determine are necessary for permit 
31 renewal. 
32 (2) The EA shall process the permit renewal in accordance with sections 21650 
33 through 21665 of Chapter 4 of this Division. A permit issued under this section shall be 
34 renewed by amending the RFI or revising the SWFP, as applicable. 
35 f3) The process for permit renewal for approved final closure and postclosure 
36 maintenance plans shall be in accordance with sections 21860 and 21890, if applicable, 
37 of Chapter 4 of this Division. 
38 (4) For the purposes of this section, renewal shall apply solely to the research, 
39 development, and demonstration activities authorized under this section, and not the 
40 unrelated activities of the facility or site. 
41 
42 (g) Small MSWLFs: 
43 (1) An owner or operator of a MSWLF unit operating under an exemption set forth in 
44 40 CFR 258.1(f)(1) is not eligible for any variance from 40 CFR 258.26(a)(1) and 
45 258.28(a) of the operating criteria in subpart C of 40 CFR, as implemented by Title 27, 
46 CCR, and 
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34 renewed by amending the RFI or revising the SWFP, as applicable. 

(3)  The process for permit renewal for approved final closure and postclosure 35 
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42 (g) Small MSWLFs:  
(1) An owner or operator of a MSWLF unit operating under an exemption set forth in 43 

40 CFR 258.1(f)(1) is not eligible for any variance from 40 CFR 258.26(a)(1) and 44 
258.28(a) of the operating criteria in subpart C of 40 CFR, as implemented by Title 27, 45 
CCR, and  46 
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1 f2) An owner or operator of a MSWLF unit that disposes of 20 tons of municipal 
2 solid waste per day or less, based on an annual average, is not eligible for a variance 
3 from 40 CFR 258.60 (b)(1), as implemented by Title 27, CCR, except in accordance 
4 with 40 CFR 258.60(b)(3), as implemented by Title 27, CCR. 
5 
6 (h) Any variances issued under this section shall not relieve the owner or operator 
7 from complying with all other applicable standards of this Division. 
8 
9 NOTE: Authority cited: PRC §§ 40502, 43020, and 43021. Reference: PRC §§ 40053, 43020, and 43021. 

10 

11 Title 27 California Code of Regulations 
12 
13 Division 2. Solid Waste 
14 
15 Subdivision 1. Consolidated Regulations for Treatment, Storage, Processing, 
16 or Disposal of Solid Waste 
17 
18 Chapter 4. Documentation and Reporting for Regulatory Tiers, Permits, WDRs, 
19 and Plans 
20 
21 Subchapter 3 Development of Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) and Solid 
22 Waste Facility Permits 
23 
24 Article 2. Applicant Requirements 
25 
26 Section 21595. Combined CIWMB and SWRCB Joint Technical Document for Federal 
27 Subtitle D Research, Development, and Demonstration Permits 
28 
29 The JTD shall describe how the facility will comply with Section 20070 of Chapter 1 of 
30 this Division, if applicable, and include the specific variance(s) in criteria requested; 
31 project research goals; environmental monitoring, contingency and mitigation measures 
32 to be implemented for the project; and performance measures to determine to what 
33 extent the site is progressing in attaining project goals and protection of public health 
34 and safety and the environment. The description shall also include a summary and 
35 protocols for: 1. project controls to compare project performance with an 
36 equivalent or similar operation or activity not authorized by section 20070; 2. if 
37 applicable, processing of materials prior to placement in the MSWLF Unit at the 
38 facility; 3. potential accumulation of constituents of concern as defined in section 
39 20164 of Chapter 1 of this Division; 4. if applicable, energy recovery; and 5. if 
40 applicable, impacts to postclosure maintenance. The description shall be 
41 incorporated in each applicable section of the JTD, in addition to a separate section 
42 describing the overall project. 
43 
44 NOTE: Authority cited: PRC §§ 40502, 43020, and 43021. Reference: PRC §§ 40053, 43020, and 43021. 
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Article 2.  Applicant Requirements   
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Subtitle D Research, Development, and Demonstration Permits  
 
The JTD shall describe how the facility will comply with Section 20070 of Chapter 1 of 29 
this Division, if applicable, and include the specific variance(s) in criteria requested; 30 
project research goals; environmental monitoring, contingency and mitigation measures 31 
to be implemented for the project; and performance measures to determine to what 32 
extent the site is progressing in attaining project goals and protection of public health 33 
and safety and the environment.  The description shall also include a summary and 34 
protocols for: 1. project controls to compare project performance with an 35 
equivalent or similar operation or activity not authorized by section 20070; 2. if 36 
applicable, processing of materials prior to placement in the MSWLF Unit at the 37 
facility; 3. potential accumulation of constituents of concern as defined in section 38 
20164 of Chapter 1 of this Division; 4. if applicable, energy recovery; and 5. if 39 
applicable, impacts to postclosure maintenance. The description shall be 
incorporated in each applicable section of the JTD, in addition to a separate section 
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41 
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NOTE: Authority cited: PRC §§ 40502, 43020, and 43021. Reference: PRC §§ 40053, 43020, and 43021. 
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14 
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19 
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21 
22 
23 
24 
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26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 

Title 27 California Code of Regulations 
Division 2. Solid Waste 
Subdivision 1. Consolidated Regulations for Treatment, Storage, Processing, 

or Disposal of Solid Waste 
Chapter 4. Documentation and Reporting for Regulatory Tiers, Permits, WDRs, 

and Plans 
Subchapter 4. Development of Closure/Post-Closure Maintenance Plans 

Section 21805. Combined CIWMB and SWRCB Final Closure Plan Contents for 
Federal Subtitle D Research, Development, and Demonstration Permits 

The final closure plan shall describe how the facility will comply with Section 20070 of 
Chapter 1 of this Division, if applicable, and include the specific variance(s) in criteria 
requested; project research goals; environmental monitoring, contingency and mitigation 
measures to be implemented for the project; and performance measures to determine to 
what extent the site is progressing in attaining project goals and protection of public health 
and safety and the environment. The description shall also include a summary and 
protocols for: 1. project controls to compare project performance with an 
equivalent or similar operation or activity not authorized by section 20070; 2. if 
applicable, processing of materials prior to placement in the MSWLF Unit at the 
facility; 3. potential accumulation of constituents of concern as defined in section 
20164 of Chapter 1 of this Division; 4. if applicable, energy recovery; and 5. if 
applicable, impacts to postclosure maintenance. The description shall be incorporated 
in each applicable section of the final closure plan, in addition to a separate section 
describing the overall project. 

NOTE: Authority cited: PRC §§ 40502, 43020, and 43021. Reference: PRC §§ 40053, 43020, and 43021. 

Section 21835. Combined CIWMB and SWRCB Final Postclosure Maintenance Plan 
Contents for Federal Subtitle D Research, Development, and Demonstration Permits 

The final postclosure maintenance plan shall describe how the facility will comply with 
Section 20070 of Chapter 1 of this Division, if applicable, and include the specific 
variance(s) in criteria requested; project research goals; environmental monitoring, 
contingency and mitigation measures to be implemented for the project; and performance 
measures to determine to what extent the site is progressing in attaining project goals and 
protection of public health and safety and the environment.The description shall also 
include a summary and protocols for: 1. project controls to compare project 
performance with an equivalent or similar operation or activity not authorized by 
section 20070; 2. if applicable, processing of materials prior to placement in the 
MSWLF Unit at the facility; 3. potential accumulation of constituents of concern as 
defined in section 20164 of Chapter 1 of this Division; 4. if applicable, energy 
recovery; and 5. if applicable, impacts to postclosure maintenance. The description 
shall be incorporated in each applicable section of the final postclosure maintenance plan, 
in addition to a separate section describing the overall project. 

NOTE: Authority cited: PRC §§ 40502, 43020, and 43021. Reference: PRC §§ 40053, 43020, and 43021. 
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30 
31 
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The final postclosure maintenance plan shall describe how the facility will comply with 32 
Section 20070 of Chapter 1 of this Division, if applicable, and include the specific 33 
variance(s) in criteria requested; project research goals; environmental monitoring, 34 
contingency and mitigation measures to be implemented for the project; and performance 35 
measures to determine to what extent the site is progressing in attaining project goals and 36 
protection of public health and safety and the environment.The description shall also 37 
include a summary and protocols for: 1. project controls to compare project 38 
performance with an equivalent or similar operation or activity not authorized by 39 
section 20070; 2. if applicable, processing of materials prior to placement in the 40 
MSWLF Unit at the facility; 3. potential accumulation of constituents of concern as 41 
defined in section 20164 of Chapter 1 of this Division; 4. if applicable, energy 42 
recovery; and 5. if applicable, impacts to postclosure maintenance. The description 43 
shall be incorporated in each applicable section of the final postclosure maintenance plan, 44 

45 
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in addition to a separate section describing the overall project.   
 
NOTE: Authority cited: PRC §§ 40502, 43020, and 43021. Reference: PRC §§ 40053, 43020, and 43021. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-148 

Consideration Of The Adoption Of Proposed Regulations For RCRA Subtitle D Program 
Research, Development, And Demonstration Permits 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 40502 authorizes the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) to adopt and revise regulations, as necessary; and 

WHEREAS, the Federal United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) regulations governing 
municipal solid waste landfills are contained in Title 40, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 258 (Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Subtitle D), California's Subtitle D Program was approved by 
USEPA on October 1, 1993, and California's approved Subtitle D Program is implemented jointly by the 
Board and the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB); and 

WHEREAS, the Board has considered the regulations amending Title 27, California Code of Regulations 
(CCR), Division 2, Chapter 1, Article 1, and Chapter 4, Subchapter 3, Article 2 and Subchapter 4; and 

WHEREAS, the Board provided public notice of the proposed regulations, received comments regarding the 
proposed regulations, and considered appropriate responses to all relevant comments in accordance with and 
has fulfilled all the requirements of Government Code Section 11430 et seq., and 1 CCR, Section 1 et seq.; and 

WHEREAS, the Board had determined that the adoption of the proposed regulations is categorically exempt 
from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) under 14 CCR, Division 6, Chapter 3, Article 19, 
Section 15308, Actions by Regulatory Agencies for Protection of the Environment 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby adopts amendments to 27 CCR, Division 2, 
Chapters 1 and 4 and directs staff to submit the regulations to the Office of Administrative Law for review and 
approval. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board finds these regulatory amendments to be exempt from CEQA 
as identified in 14 CCR, Division 6, Chapter 3, Article 19, Section 15308, Actions by Regulatory Agencies for 
Protection of the Environment 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted 
at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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Proposed Approaches



Detail of the Issues 

Key Issues 
Significant Change and Modified Permit 
Process 
Public Noticing and Hearing Requirements 
Relationship of Solid Waste Facilities Permit 
to Local Land Use 
Tracking Community Outreach Efforts 
Five Year Permit Review Noticing 
Surprise Random Inspections 
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Next Steps 

Fine-tune Approaches for Issues 1 and 2 
Continue to Analyze Issue 3 
Begin Drafting Regulatory Language for 
Issues 4, 5 & 6 
Finish All Draft Language By of Summer End 
Return to P&E Committee for Approval to 
Begin Formal Rulemaking Process 
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Fine-tune Approaches for Issues 1 and 2
Continue to Analyze Issue 3
Begin Drafting Regulatory Language for 
Issues 4, 5 & 6
Finish All Draft Language By End of Summer
Return to P&E Committee for Approval to 
Begin Formal Rulemaking Process



Communication Tools 

For Latest Information Visit the Board's Web 
Page @ 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/Rulemaking/Permitlmplem/  

Email Questions & Comments to: 
swfacpermit@ciwmb.ca.gov  

Subscribe to Project Listsery @ 
vvvvw.ciwmb.ca.gov/Listservs/  
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AGENDA ITEM 31 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Grant Awards For The Farm And Ranch Solid Waste Cleanup And 
Abatement Grant Program (FY 2004/05, Farm And Ranch Cleanup Account) 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
This item requests the California Integrated Waste Management Board's (Board) 
approval of seven grants in the amount of $387,588.45 for the fourth quarter of fiscal 
year 2004/2005 for the Farm and Ranch Solid Waste Cleanup and Abatement Grant 
Program. If approved, the Farm and Ranch Program will have been fully subscribed for 
the second fiscal year in a row, since its inception in fiscal year 1999/2000. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
On July 14, 2004 the Board approved the revised grant scoring criteria and evaluation 
process for the Farm and Ranch Solid Waste Cleanup and Abatement Grant Program. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may decide to: 
1. Approve the proposed awards and adopt Resolution Number 2005-149; or 
2. Disapprove the proposed awards and Resolution and direct staff as to further action. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommend Option 1. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Nine applications were received for the fourth quarter of fiscal year 2004/2005, 
requesting $607,390.98 to clean up 51 illegal disposal sites. Only $389,414 remains 
in the fund for the current fiscal year. 

One grant application was disqualified as the site identified in the application was 
ineligible for funding through the Farm and Ranch Grant Program. The remaining 
eight grant applications were reviewed and scored by a committee using the Board- 
approved scoring criteria and evaluation process and received passing scores. 
However, funding availability limits funding to seven of the eight passing 
applications. The seven fundable grant projects contain 48 sites that were found to be 
eligible cleanup sites pursuant to Title 14, California Code of Regulations (14 CCR), 
Section 17992.3. 

A signed affidavit was submitted by each of the property owners, or authorized agent 
of the property owner, for each of the 48 approved sites, stating that neither they nor 
any other person allowed on the property directed, authorized, permitted or otherwise 
consented to the disposal of solid waste onto their property. In addition, each 
application includes a statement by the applicant that supports the property owner's 
affidavit. This grant award proposes to clean up 44 of the 48 sites. 
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The following is a summary of the 7 applicants being recommended for grant 
funding: 

1.  Monterey County Resource Conservation District 
Grant Funds Recommended for Approval: $133,310.14 

One site in the application was subsequently withdrawn from consideration by the 
landowner. 

Six separate illegal disposal sites are being recommended for cleanup. The waste 
consists of over 560 cubic yards of household trash, appliances, agricultural waste 
and 100 tires on private farm land. Strawberries and vegetable row crops are 
grown on three of the sites and the others are inactive farmland, but zoned for 
agricultural uses. 

Illegal disposal prevention at these sites will include fencing, signs, continued 
cleanup and increased lighting. 

2.  Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority 
Grant Funds Recommended for Approval: $27,325.00 

Over 200 cubic yards of household trash, appliances, and 120 tires are scattered 
around on heavily forested property adjacent to the south fork of the Eel River. 
The property is privately owned by a local timber company and actively managed 
for timber production, but is severely impacted by the presence of the waste. 

K-rail barriers, heavy duty forest gates and steel cable will be used to block access 
to these areas post cleanup. No dumping signs will also be posted. 

3.  Humboldt County 
Grant Funds Recommended: $38,179.00 

Seven heavily forested sites strewn with over 90 cubic yards of household trash, 4 
cars, 75 tires and 11 appliances are being recommended for cleanup. The 
properties are privately owned and actively managed for timber production, but is 
severely impacted by the presence of the waste. 

Gates and signage will be used to help prevent future illegal dumping. 

4.  Trinity County Resource Conservation District 
Grant Funds Recommended for Approval: $26,676.00 

Nine vehicles, 57 appliances, 47 tires and miscellaneous household trash is 
polluting 24 sites in rural Trinity County. The Bureau of Land Management owns 
22 of the sites and the others are owned by private landowners. The properties are 
heavily forested and actively being managed for timber production. 

Site security will be addressed by gates and tank traps (ditches to prevent vehicle 
access) whenever possible. Brochures, radio spots and advertisements promoting 
legal waste disposal will be shown at the local movie theater as well. 
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properties are privately owned and actively managed for timber production, but is 
severely impacted by the presence of the waste.   

 
 Gates and signage will be used to help prevent future illegal dumping. 
  
4. Trinity County Resource Conservation District 

Grant Funds Recommended for Approval:  $26,676.00 
 

Nine vehicles, 57 appliances, 47 tires and miscellaneous household trash is 
polluting 24 sites in rural Trinity County.  The Bureau of Land Management owns 
22 of the sites and the others are owned by private landowners.  The properties are 
heavily forested and actively being managed for timber production. 
 
Site security will be addressed by gates and tank traps (ditches to prevent vehicle 
access) whenever possible.  Brochures, radio spots and advertisements promoting 
legal waste disposal will be shown at the local movie theater as well. 
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5.  Upper San Luis Rey Resource Conservation District 
Grant Funds Recommended for Approval: $70,472.31 

Two privately owned sites are being recommended for cleanup. One site supports 
an avocado and citrus grove and the other is being cleaned up to plant avocados. 
Over 70 tons of household waste, 55 appliances and 115 tires litter these pieces of 
property which drain into the San Luis Rey River. 

The extensive use of fencing and the posting of signs will hopefully deter future 
dumping at these sites. 

6.  Sonoma County 
Grant Funds Recommended for Approval: $50,265.00 

Two illegal disposal sites on privately owned land are being recommended for 
cleanup. Three hundred cubic yards of waste are present at the two sites, including 
household garbage, 100 appliances, 40 tires, 10 computer components and 7 cars. 
One site is used for the grazing of cattle and the other is zoned for agricultural use, 
but is currently inactive timberland and adjacent to active agricultural land. Both 
sites drain into a creek supportive of the spawning of steelhead and coho salmon. 
New fencing will be erected to deter future illegal activity. 

7.  Imperial County 
Grant Funds Recommended for Approval: $41,361.00 

Six sites were included in this grant application. Because there is only enough 
money remaining in the fund to partially fund this application, two sites are being 
recommended for cleanup based on highest threat to public health and safety and the 
environment and ability to complete the cleanups using remaining funds available. 

The two sites recommended are on privately owned land and collectively, have 
480 cubic yards of household trash, 15 appliances and 50 tires. Both sites are 
zoned for agricultural use, but are currently inactive. Active alfalfa and produce 
fields surround the sites. After cleanup, signs will be posted and berms will be 
placed to help deter future illegal dumping. 

B. Environmental Issues 
These projects are categorically exempt from the provisions of the California 
Environmental Quality Act pursuant to 14 CCR 15308. 

These seven grant applications support the cleanup of 44 illegal disposal sites on farm 
and ranch property. The cleanup of these sites will eliminate the health and safety 
threat posed by the waste to the public, wildlife, and the environment. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any program or long-term 
impacts related to this item. 
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Over 70 tons of household waste, 55 appliances and 115 tires litter these pieces of 
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cleanup.  Three hundred cubic yards of waste are present at the two sites, including 
household garbage, 100 appliances, 40 tires, 10 computer components and 7 cars.  
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Grant Funds Recommended for Approval:  $41,361.00 
 

Six sites were included in this grant application.  Because there is only enough 
money remaining in the fund to partially fund this application, two sites are being 
recommended for cleanup based on highest threat to public health and safety and the 
environment and ability to complete the cleanups using remaining funds available.   
 
The two sites recommended are on privately owned land and collectively, have 
480 cubic yards of household trash, 15 appliances and 50 tires.  Both sites are 
zoned for agricultural use, but are currently inactive.  Active alfalfa and produce 
fields surround the sites.  After cleanup, signs will be posted and berms will be 
placed to help deter future illegal dumping.  
  

B. Environmental Issues 
These projects are categorically exempt from the provisions of the California 
Environmental Quality Act pursuant to 14 CCR 15308. 
 
These seven grant applications support the cleanup of 44 illegal disposal sites on farm 
and ranch property.  The cleanup of these sites will eliminate the health and safety 
threat posed by the waste to the public, wildlife, and the environment. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any program or long-term 
impacts related to this item. 
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D.  Stakeholder Impacts 
The cleanup of the illegal disposal sites proposed in the applications will allow the 
property owners to once again use the land in accordance with the zoning. 

E.  Fiscal Impacts 
Currently, there is $389,414 remaining in the fund for the current fiscal year. If 
approved, these proposed awards will encumber $387,588.45 of the remaining funds 
for fiscal year 2004/2005. If approved, the Farm and Ranch Program will have been 
fully subscribed for the second fiscal year in a row, since its inception in fiscal year 
1999/2000. 

F.  Legal Issues 
The Board is authorized to take this action pursuant to Public Resources Code 
sections 48100 et seq. 

G.  Environmental Justice 
As directed by the Board, the grant applications being considered for award include 
the Board's Environmental Justice certification and the program grant agreements 
shall include the Board's Environmental Justice provision. 

H.  2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 4, by directing Board resources to manage and 
mitigate the impacts of solid waste on public health and safety and the environment. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 

1. Fund Source 
2. Amount 

Available 
3. Amount to 

Fund Item 
4. Amount 

Remaining 
5. Line Item 

Farm and Ranch $389,414.00 $387,588.45 $1,825.55 Grants 
Cleanup Account 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Resolution Number 2005-149 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff: Carla Repucci Phone: (916) 341-6316 
B.  Legal Staff: Steve Levine/Holly Armstrong Phone: (916) 341-6064/6060 
C.  Administration Staff: Roger Ikemoto Phone: (916) 341-6116 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A.  Support 

Letters of support were received as part of each application with the exception of 
Imperial County. 

B.  Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-149 

Consideration Of The Grant Awards For The Farm And Ranch Solid Waste Cleanup And 
Abatement Grant Program (FY 2004/05, Farm and Ranch Cleanup Account) 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code section 48100 et seq. requires the California Integrated 
Waste Management Board (Board) to establish and implement the Farm and Ranch Solid Waste 
Cleanup and Abatement Grant Program (Program) under which cities, counties, resource 
conservation districts, and Native American tribes may seek financial assistance for cleanup of 
illegal disposal sites on farm and ranch property; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has adopted regulations for the administration of the Program (Title 14, 
California Code of Regulations, section 17990 et seq.); and 

WHEREAS, at its July 2004 meeting the Board approved a revised grant scoring and evaluation 
process for the Program; and 

WHEREAS, the Board received applications for the solid waste cleanup of farm and ranch sites in 
the counties of Monterey, Mendocino, Humboldt, Trinity, San Diego, Sonoma, and Imperial; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff reviewed the grant applications based on the aforementioned criteria 
and determined that the applications are qualified for grant funding. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves grants totaling 
three hundred eighty-seven thousand, five hundred eighty-eight dollars and forty-five cents 
($387,588.45) and hereby directs staff to develop and execute the Grant Agreements with the 
following: 

Grantee Name Recommended Funding 
Monterey County Resource Conservation District $133,310.14 

Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority $ 27,325.00 

Humboldt County $ 38,179.00 

Trinity County Resource Conservation District $ 26,676.00 

Upper San Luis Rey Resource Conservation District $ 70,472.31 

Sonoma County $ 50,265.00 

Imperial County $ 41,361.00 

Total 

(over) 

$387,588.45 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-149 

Consideration Of The Grant Awards For The Farm And Ranch Solid Waste Cleanup And 
Abatement Grant Program (FY 2004/05, Farm and Ranch Cleanup Account) 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code section 48100 et seq. requires the California Integrated 
Waste Management Board (Board) to establish and implement the Farm and Ranch Solid Waste 
Cleanup and Abatement Grant Program (Program) under which cities, counties, resource 
conservation districts, and Native American tribes may seek financial assistance for cleanup of 
illegal disposal sites on farm and ranch property; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Board has adopted regulations for the administration of the Program (Title 14, 
California Code of Regulations, section 17990 et seq.); and  
 
WHEREAS, at its July 2004 meeting the Board approved a revised grant scoring and evaluation 
process for the Program; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board received applications for the solid waste cleanup of farm and ranch sites in 
the counties of Monterey, Mendocino, Humboldt, Trinity, San Diego, Sonoma, and Imperial; and 
 
WHEREAS, Board staff reviewed the grant applications based on the aforementioned criteria 
and determined that the applications are qualified for grant funding. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves grants totaling 
three hundred eighty-seven thousand, five hundred eighty-eight dollars and forty-five cents 
($387,588.45) and hereby directs staff to develop and execute the Grant Agreements with the 
following:   
 

Grantee Name              Recommended Funding 
Monterey County Resource Conservation District    $133,310.14 
Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority    $ 27,325.00 
Humboldt County         $ 38,179.00 
Trinity County Resource Conservation District    $ 26,676.00 

 Upper San Luis Rey Resource Conservation District    $ 70,472.31 
 Sonoma County        $ 50,265.00 
 Imperial County        $ 41,361.00 

  Total                    $387,588.45 
 

(over) 
 



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the award of these grants are conditioned upon the return 
by the proposed Grantees of complete and executed grant agreements within ninety (90) 
the date of the mailing of the agreement package by the Board; and 

days of 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the award of each grant is further conditioned upon full 
payment within ninety (90) days of the date of this grant award of all outstanding debt(s) 
by the proposed Grantee to the Board. 

owed 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 

of a 

Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 32 
ITEM 
Consideration 
Program 

I.  

II.  

III.  

IV.  

V.  

Of New Projects For 
(FY 2004/05, Solid Waste 

ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
California Integrated Waste 
evaluation and recommends 

The Solid Waste Disposal And Codisposal Site Cleanup 
Disposal Trust Fund) 

Management Board (Board) staff have completed an 
approval of two new grants and one new Board-managed 
Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup Program 
general information on the projects. Detailed project 

item attachments. 
1. Project Information Summary. 

the 
timely 

project pursuant to the Solid 
(Program). Table 1 provides 
information is in the agenda 

Table 

Site 
Site 

Priority 
Board Funding 
Recommended 

Funding 
Mechanism Cost Recovery  

Los Angles River Trash 
Exclusion Project II 

Al $750,000 Matching Grant Not Applicable 

Santa Ynez Airport Landfill Al $61,712 Matching Grant Not Applicable 

Poe Colonia Illegal Disposal 
Site 

Al $150,000 Board-Managed Waiver 

ITEM HISTORY 
considered the proposed projects. 

grants and project and adopt Resolution Number 2005-150; 
for the proposed grants and project; 

project; or 
additional information and bring the projects back to a future 

cleanup of solid waste disposal and codisposal sites where 
cannot be identified or is unable or unwilling to pay for a 
cleanup is needed to protect public health and safety or the 
projects are implemented through Board-managed contracts, 
Board approved Program policies in February and September 

The Board has not previously 

OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
Options for the Board include: 
1. Approve the proposed 
2. Modify staffs recommendation 
3. Disapprove the grants and 
4. Direct staff to provide 

meeting of the Board. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends option 1. 

ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

The Program addresses 
responsible party either 
remediation and where 
environment. Cleanup 
grants, and loans. The 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of New Projects For The Solid Waste Disposal And Codisposal Site Cleanup 
Program (FY 2004/05, Solid Waste Disposal Trust Fund) 

 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) staff have completed an 
evaluation and recommends approval of two new grants and one new Board-managed 
project pursuant to the Solid Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup Program 
(Program).  Table 1 provides general information on the projects.  Detailed project 
information is in the agenda item attachments. 

Table 1. Project Information Summary. 
 

Site 
Site 

Priority 
Board Funding 
Recommended 

Funding 
Mechanism Cost Recovery 

Los Angles River Trash 
Exclusion Project II A1 $750,000 Matching Grant Not Applicable 

Santa Ynez Airport Landfill A1 $61,712 Matching Grant Not Applicable 

Poe Colonia Illegal Disposal 
Site A1 $150,000 Board-Managed Waiver 

 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board has not previously considered the proposed projects. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
Options for the Board include: 
1. Approve the proposed grants and project and adopt Resolution Number 2005-150; 
2. Modify staff's recommendation for the proposed grants and project; 
3. Disapprove the grants and project; or 
4. Direct staff to provide additional information and bring the projects back to a future 

meeting of the Board. 
 
IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends option 1. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

The Program addresses cleanup of solid waste disposal and codisposal sites where the 
responsible party either cannot be identified or is unable or unwilling to pay for a timely 
remediation and where cleanup is needed to protect public health and safety or the 
environment.  Cleanup projects are implemented through Board-managed contracts, 
grants, and loans.  The Board approved Program policies in February and September 
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1994, March and September 1995, and February, June, and August 1999. Regulations 
incorporating the approved policies were adopted by the Board in May 2000 and 
became effective September 11, 2000. In addition, the Board approved the grant 
scoring criteria and the evaluation process for fiscal year 2004/2005 in June 2004. 

Title 14, California Code of Regulations, section 18904 specifically lists eligible and 
ineligible remedial actions under the Program and allows the Board to consider 
approval of any other remedial actions not specified as ineligible. Unless otherwise 
noted, specific actions proposed for each project are specifically eligible pursuant to 
the regulations. 

B.  Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff are not aware of any environmental issues 
related to this item. However, these two proposed grants and project will problems 
related to solid waste that poses a threat to the public health and safety and the 
environment. 

C.  Program/Long Term Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any long-term impacts related to 
this item. 

D.  Stakeholder Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any stakeholder impacts related 
to this item. 

E.  Fiscal Impacts 
The amount proposed in this item for grants is approximately $811,712. At the time 
this agenda item was prepared the amount available for new contracts, grants, and 
loans was approximately $5,553,100. If the Board approves the grants, Program staff 
estimate approximately $4,741,388 of unencumbered funds will remain for fiscal year 
2004/2005. The proposed Board-managed project would be funded out of existing 
contracts and, if approved, there would be no impact to the unencumbered fund 
balance in this item (see Agenda Item 8 for contract augmentation discussion). 

F.  Legal Issues 
Public Resources Code Section 48023 directs the Board to seek reimbursement for 
monies expended under the Program to the extent possible. Expended funds may be 
recoverable from the property owners and other responsible parties in a civil action 
brought by the Board [Public Resources Code Section 48023(c)] and/or by imposing 
a lien upon the real property owned by the property owners that is subject to the 
remedial action [Public Resources Code Section 48023.5(a)]. 

Under the Program cost recovery policy (Resolution No. 1999-199), the Board may 
decide not to pursue cost recovery based on factors including, but not limited to: 
(1) publicly owned sites maintained for public benefit and use; (2) the owner did not 
cause the disposal of waste; (3) the owner will not gain a benefit due to condition of 
property; (4) the value of property significantly less than cost of cleanup; (5) hardship 
to the property owner; or (6) no responsible party. The decision not to pursue cost 
recovery requires four affirmative votes from the Board. 
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Provisions to indemnify the Board are contained in standard agreements with Board 
contractors. Cooperative agreements with site owners and grantees are established prior to 
the start of approved Board-managed and grant projects, which include, when applicable, 
specific cost sharing or cost recovery provisions in order to ensure that the Board is 
properly reimbursed, and provide indemnification against liability for acts or omissions of 
the owner and/or grantee. In addition, Section 25400 of the Health and Safety Code 
provides additional immunity from liability for the Board from cleanup projects. 

Enforcement aspects for the projects are summarized in the attachments. Cost 
recovery aspects proposed in this item are summarized in Table 1 and are included in 
the attachments. 

G.  Environmental Justice 
As directed by the Board, the grant applications being considered for award include 
the Board's Environmental Justice Certification, and the Grant Agreement shall 
include the Board's Environmental Justice provision. 

H.  2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 4, by directing Board resources to manage and 
mitigate the impacts of solid waste on public health and safety and the environment. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
1. Fund Source 2. Amount 3. Amount to 4. Amount 5. Line 

Available Fund Item Remaining Item 

Solid Waste Cleanup 
Trust Fund 

$5,553,100 $811,712 $4,741,388 N/A 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Los Angeles County River Trash Exclusion Project II 
2.  Santa Ynez Landfill Airport Landfill Gas Control System 
3.  Poe Colonia Illegal Disposal Site 
4.  Resolution Number 2005-150 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff: Wes Mindermann Phone: (916) 341-6314 
B.  Legal Staff: Steve Levine/Holly B. Armstrong Phone: (916) 341-6064/6060 
C.  Administrative Staff: Roger Ikemoto Phone: (916) 341-6116 
C.  Budgets Office Staff: Elsie Brenneman Phone: (916) 341-6178 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A.  Support 

As of the time this item was submitted for publication any specific support for 
particular projects is noted in the attachments. 

B.  Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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LOS ANGELES RIVER TRASH EXCLUSION PROJECT II 
COMPTON CREEK DISPOSAL SITE 

BURBANK WESTERN SYSTEM DISPOSAL SITE 
BURBANK EASTERN SYSTEM DISPOSAL SITE 

VERDUGO WASH DISPOSAL SITE 
SYCAMORE CHANNEL DISPOSAL SITE 

ARROYO SECO CHANNEL DISPOSAL SITE 
RIO HONDO CHANNEL DISPOSAL SITE 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY 

Funding Mechanism/Estimated Amount: Matching Grant/$750,000 

Applicant: Los Angeles County Flood Control District (District) 

Site Description: The Los Angeles River spans over 50 miles and has a watershed 
encompassing 834 square miles, with over 474 square miles of highly developed 
commercial, industrial, and residential areas. Urban runoff discharged at storm drain 
outfall sites has been identified as a major multimedia environmental problem in the 
southern California region. Accumulations of trash and other solid wastes, such as 
contaminated soil and sediments, are a significant component of the urban runoff problem 
and a potential source of bacteria. The accumulated solid waste at storm drain outfall 
illegal disposal sites is spread downstream to beach, wetland, and other public contact 
areas. Pollutants that accompany these wastes include bacteria, viruses, oil and grease, 
nutrients, metals, and toxic chemicals. 

The Los Angeles River has been significantly impaired by trash, to the extent that the Los 
Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) issued a Total Maximum Daily 
Load (TMDL) for trash. In accordance with the joint meeting of the State Water 
Resources Control Board and California Integrated Waste Management Board in May 
2001, Program staff have worked directly with the Los Angeles RWQCB to collaborate on 
targeting cleanup activities at urban streams and beaches, to reduce the trash levels at 
storm drain outfall sites. 

Proposed Remediation Project: This project is a proactive approach by the District to 
reduce trash entering and polluting the Los Angeles River and is similar in scope to the 
project that the District received a matching grant award of $750,000 from the Board for 
in June 2004 (Agenda Item 9), but benefits different sites. The District has made 
substantial progress on the aforementioned project with design work being completed and 
construction scheduled to start in August 2005 and be completed by November 2005. 

The proposed new project consists of the installation of approximately 1,100 additional 
catch basin trash excluders at inlets to the storm drain system within the public right-of-
way that discharge into the Los Angeles River at seven specific open channel outfall sites 
and smaller storm drain outfall sites that collect runoff from the downtown Los Angeles 
area. The seven targeted drainages include Compton Creek, the Burbank Western 
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System, the Burbank Eastern System, the Verdugo Wash, the Sycamore Channel, the 
Arroyo Seco Channel, and the Rio Hondo Channel. 

Trash excluders consist of steel screens placed at the catch basin opening along the curb. 
During light rain or dry weather the trash excluders prevent trash from entering the storm 
drain system and eventually accumulating at storm drain outfall sites. The trash excluders 
allow street sweepers and maintenance crews to collect trash on a routine basis as opposed 
to allowing the trash to accumulate in the drainage system and eventually at the outfall 
sites. According to a study sponsored by the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project and 
conducted by the City of Santa Monica, catch basin trash excluders prevent nearly all the 
trash from entering storm drains during dry weather and are considered to be a cost-
effective means for meeting the trash TMDL requirements. As such, in accordance with 
Title 14, California Code of Regulations (14 CCR), Section 18904(a), the trash excluders 
contribute to the efficient performance of the long-term remedial action with respect to the 
abatement of the impacts of trash in storm water discharges to the Los Angeles River. 
Other storm water trash removal projects have focused on removal of trash at specific 
storm drain outfall sites. While the effect is the same (i.e., trash is removed from the 
drainage system), the trash excluders are an abatement device on the front end of the 
system that allows that trash to be removed and properly disposed. As such, the proposed 
remedial action is eligible per 14 CCR 18904(b) in that the trash excluders allow waste 
removal and disposal and are a drainage control device, benefiting the subject outfall sites. 

Recommended Amount: The District has requested a Matching Grant to abate Los 
Angeles River storm drain outfall illegal disposal sites. The total project cost is estimated 
at $1,500,000. The District has requested that the Board provide funding of up to 
$750,000 for construction costs. Matching funds from the District are in the form of 
$350,000 for construction costs and $450,000 in other costs required to complete the 
project (e.g., permit costs, CEQA costs, project management costs, and construction 
engineering). The $450,000 in other costs are not specifically eligible or ineligible under 
14 CCR 18904 and, as such, are discretionary and may be approved by the Board in 
accordance with 18904(b). Staff recommend that the Board approve these costs, and by 
approving this project such costs will be deemed to have been approved. 

Site Prioritization: The aforementioned seven targeted open channel outfall sites and 
smaller storm drain outfall sites are all intended to benefit from reduced trash levels 
through the installation of the excluders are located within environmentally sensitive 
areas with significant public contact. Based on the degree of risk to public health and 
safety and the environment posed by potential public contact with the solid waste and 
ecological degradation, the prioritization category is Al. Priority Al is a confirmed 
condition of pollution or nuisance from solid waste based on comparison with state 
minimum standards with significant residential, industrial, park, recreation, or 
environmentally sensitive areas within 1,000 feet. 

In addition, the grant application was evaluated and scored using the process and scoring 
criteria that were approved by the Board in June 2004. The grant proposal met or 
exceeded the required minimum score of 60 points. 
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Enforcement Actions and Cost Recovery: The District is a responsible party for those 
certain storm drain outfall sites located throughout Los Angeles County which are 
intended to benefit from reduced trash levels through the installation of the proposed 
excluders. This responsibility stems from the District's status as a permittee to the 
Regional Water Quality Control Board's National Pollution Discharge Elimination 
System Permit (the "NPDES Permit"). The Regional Board is actively enforcing the 
NPDES Permit, but has not issued enforcement orders against the District. In addition, 
the District is subject to TMDL requirements that may include trash and/or other 
pollutants discharged to the Los Angeles River. The NPDES permit and TMDLs include 
requirements for Best Management Practices (BMPs) to be implemented, including trash 
control BMPs, waste removal, leachate and liquid waste controls, street sweeping, and 
illegal dumping surveillance and enforcement. To the extent the conditions at the subject 
storm drain outfall sites constitute violations of the NPDES Permit, the RWQCB would 
look to the District as a party responsible for implementing "controls to reduce the 
discharge of pollutants to the maximum extent practicable." [Clean Water Act Sec. 
402(p)(3)(b)] The installation of the proposed catch basin trash excluders are an effective 
method for the District to implement pollutant reduction controls benefiting the outfall 
sites, in accordance with this requirement. 

The proposed project would address cleanup of illegally disposed solid waste that would 
benefit public health and safety and the environment irrespective of water quality aspects. 
Urban runoff and storm drain outfalls have been identified as major cross-media 
environmental problems in the southern California region. The grant funds would be 
used for solid waste abatement measures, which are authorized as eligible remedial 
actions under 14 CCR 18904 (b), and not for other capital improvements that solely 
benefit water quality. Staff of the Regional Board have conveyed that this type of project 
and grant would not conflict or be duplicative of their requirements. 

The Board may award matching grants to public entities to cleanup (among other sites) 
publicly operated solid waste disposal and codisposal sites that have always operated as public 
facilities. As a grant is essentially a bestowal of funds, cost recovery is not an issue in those 
cases, even though the public entity grantee is the "responsible party" for the cleanup. Here, 
the subject sites which are intended to benefit from reduced trash levels through the installation 
of the excluders are illegal disposal sites. In many cases the party responsible for the illegal 
disposal site is a private party, and thus the grant is given to the public entity and cost recovery 
is pursued against the responsible party. This is not the case here, as the public entity grantee 
itself is the responsible party. Thus an award in this case would extend matching grant awards 
to public entities that are "responsible parties" for illegal disposal sites. An award here would 
further extend remedial action abatement measures at disposal sites to locations beyond the 
sites and/or the immediate vicinity of the sites, on the ground that trash abatement at these sites 
is more effectively accomplished utilizing such "front end" measures. If cost recovery was 
potentially applicable in this case, the Board's conditions for waiver of cost recovery would be 
met based on the following factors: (1) the site property is publicly owned and maintained in 
public benefit and use; (2) the public property owner is contributing significantly toward the 
cleanup; (3) the public property owner has not willfully caused the illegal disposal; and (4) no 
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individual parties responsible for illegal dumping of waste to the site can be identified. 

As with all matching grants, the public entities' need for the funds is to be considered. 
The applicant has expressed that their current funding is inadequate to complete the 
cleanup project. Southern California local jurisdictions including the District are subject 
to significant unfunded financial burdens due to the costs of upgrading storm water 
systems. Board staff have reviewed this information and concurs with the applicant's 
determination of financial need. 

Support: Staff have not received any written support at the time this item was submitted 
for publication. 

Opposition: Staff have not received any written opposition at the time this item was 
submitted for publication. 
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SANTA YNEZ LANDFILL AIRPORT LANDFILL GAS CONTROL SYSTEM 
SANTA BARBARA COUNTY 

Funding Mechanism/Estimated Amount: Matching Grant/$61,712 

Applicant: Santa Barbara County Department of Public Works (County) 

Site Description: The Santa Ynez Airport Landfill (Facility No. 42-CR-0014) is a landfill 
located in central Santa Barbara County that was operated between 1969 and 1970 and was 
closed prior to regulations that required owners/operators to establish funding mechanisms for 
closure and postclosure maintenance. Landfill gas monitoring around the landfill has detected 
levels of methane above 5 percent at the property line and groundwater monitoring has detected 
the presence of volatile organic compounds. 

Proposed Remediation Project: The applicant is proposing a two phase remedial program to 
mitigate off-site landfill gas migration. The first phase is the installation of a landfill gas 
collection and recovery system. The proposed grant is for the first phase of the remedial 
program. 

The second phase will be the installation of a cap over the landfill to prevent the infiltration of 
surface water into the waste that contributes to the generation of the landfill gas. The second 
phase of the remedial program is not proposed at this time, but the applicant may submit an 
application for grant assistance at a later date. 

Recommended Amount: The total project cost is estimated at $123,424. The District has 
requested that the Board provide funding of up to $61,712 for eligible costs. Matching funds 
from the District are in the form of $61,712 in eligible costs per 14 CCR 18904. 

Site Prioritization: Due to the proximity of inhabitable structures the prioritization category is 
Al. Priority Al is a confirmed condition of pollution or nuisance from solid waste based on 
comparison with state minimum standards with significant residential, industrial, park, 
recreation, or environmentally sensitive areas within 1,000 feet. 

In addition, the grant application was evaluated and scored using the process and scoring criteria 
that were approved by the Board in June 2004. The grant proposal met or exceeded the required 
minimum score of 60 points. 

Enforcement Actions and Cost Recovery: As the current owner and former operator of the 
landfill, the County is a responsible party for maintaining the facility in compliance with State 
Minimum Standards. The Santa Barbara County Environmental Health Services Division [Local 
Enforcement Agency (LEA)] has noted areas of concern and violations for landfill gas control on 
its quarterly inspections since January 2004. 

The Board may award matching grants to public entities to cleanup (among other sites) publicly 
operated solid waste disposal and codisposal sites that have always operated as public facilities. 
As a grant is essentially a bestowal of funds, cost recovery is not an issue in those cases, even 
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SANTA YNEZ LANDFILL AIRPORT LANDFILL GAS CONTROL SYSTEM 
SANTA BARBARA COUNTY 

 
Funding Mechanism/Estimated Amount: Matching Grant/$61,712 
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Enforcement Actions and Cost Recovery: As the current owner and former operator of the 
landfill, the County is a responsible party for maintaining the facility in compliance with State 
Minimum Standards.  The Santa Barbara County Environmental Health Services Division [Local 
Enforcement Agency (LEA)] has noted areas of concern and violations for landfill gas control on 
its quarterly inspections since January 2004. 
 
The Board may award matching grants to public entities to cleanup (among other sites) publicly 
operated solid waste disposal and codisposal sites that have always operated as public facilities.  
As a grant is essentially a bestowal of funds, cost recovery is not an issue in those cases, even 
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though the public entity grantee is the "responsible party" for the cleanup. If cost recovery was 
potentially applicable in this case, the Board's conditions for waiver of cost recovery would be 
met based on the following factors: (1) the site property is publicly owned and maintained in 
public benefit and use and (2) the public property owner is contributing significantly toward the 
cleanup. 

As with all matching grants, the public entities' need for the funds is to be considered. The 
applicant has expressed that their current funding is inadequate to complete the cleanup project. 
Board staff have reviewed this information and concurs with the applicant's determination of 
financial need. 

Support: Staff have not received any written support at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 

Opposition: Staff have not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted 
for publication. 
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POE COLONIA ILLEGAL DISPOSAL SITE 
IMPERIAL COUNTY 

Funding Mechanism/Estimated Amount: Board-Managed/$150,000 

Site Description: This illegal disposal site is located in an unincorporated area of Imperial 
County approximately 2 miles west of the City of Brawley. 

Historically, Poe Colonia residents have experienced substandard housing conditions, including 
sporadic septic tank failures. In 1998, a project was proposed and designed to connect residences 
to a community wastewater collection and treatment system. In 2001, Imperial County 
coordinated with the City of Brawley to have potable waterlines installed in the Poe Colonia in 
order to eliminate the health threat posed by the use of untreated canal water as a source of 
household water. In order to resolve potential litigation and to expedite installation of the 
designed wastewater treatment system, Imperial County purchased parcels within the Poe 
Colonia for the installation of a community septic system for the Poe Colonia. 

The parcels obtained by the County contain an estimated 700 cubic yards of solid waste. Waste 
types include household trash/garbage, construction and demolition (C/D) debris, furniture, 
appliances, dismantled vehicles, landscape cuttings, and waste tires. Limited areas of waste have 
been burned. Although it might be assumed that residents of the Poe Colonia created the illegal 
disposal site, no individuals responsible for the dumping have been identified. The current 
condition of the property presents numerous potential risks. Area youngsters have used the 
dump site as a paint-ball course and have built skate-board ramps within the dumpsite. 

Proposed Remediation Project: The Board's contractor will remove solid waste and any 
hazardous waste to appropriate facilities. Metal debris, appliances, and tires will be separated 
and hauled to appropriate recycling facilities. Landscape cuttings and several downed trees will 
be processed and the resulting chips/mulch will either be applied on-site to help control wind-
blown dust or will be used as alternative-daily-cover at one of the local landfills. 

Site Prioritization: The unsecured site is located within one-hundred yards of occupied 
residences. Based on the degree of risk to public health and safety and the environment posed by 
conditions at the site, the prioritization category is Al. Priority Al is a suspected condition of 
pollution or nuisance from solid waste based on comparison with state minimum standards with 
significant residential, industrial, park, recreation, or environmentally sensitive areas within 
1,000 feet. 

Enforcement Actions and Cost Recovery: As noted above, no individuals responsible for the 
dumping have been identified. The County does not have the finances to clean up of the site to 
reduce the attractive nuisances and health and safety risks posed to the community by the illegal 
dump. 

In making application to the Board for cleanup of this illegal disposal site, Imperial County 
recognizes the Board's ability to perform a timely remediation. In an effort to assist the Board in 
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County approximately 2 miles west of the City of Brawley. 
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minimizing costs and to discourage further dumping, Imperial County has initiated the 
following: 

• The Imperial County Department of Health Services, which acts as the Board's Local 
Enforcement Agency (LEA), has obtained a commitment from Allied Waste, Inc., to 
reduce tipping fees and to provide bins at a reduced cost. 

• The Imperial County Department of Planning and Development Services and LEA will 
assist the Board's contractor in identifying and locating proper recycling and disposal 
facilities within the County. 

• The County is in the process of establishing solid waste collection services for the Poe 
Colonia and is currently working with area residents to minimize additional illegal 
dumping. 

Expended funds are recoverable from the property owner and other responsible parties in a civil action 
brought by the Board [Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 48023(c)] and/or by imposing a lien 
upon the real property owned by the property owner that is subject to the remedial action [PRC 
Section 48023.5(a)]. As the property owner, Imperial County is considered a responsible party for 
cleanup of the site, however, the Board's conditions for waiver of cost recovery are met based on the 
following factors: (1) the site property is publicly owned and maintained in public benefit and use; (2) 
the public property owner is contributing significantly toward the cleanup; (3) the public property 
owner has not willfully caused the illegal disposal; and (4) no individual parties responsible for illegal 
dumping of waste to the site can be identified. Based on the aforementioned factors, staff recommend 
that cost recovery not be pursued for this project. 

CEQA: The Secretary for Resources has determined that certain specified classes of projects do 
not have a significant effect on the environment and they are declared to be categorically exempt 
from the requirement for the preparation of environmental documents. Program staff have 
reviewed the proposed project and determined that it is categorically exempt per the Class 8 
exemption listed below: 

§15308. Actions by Regulatory Agencies for Protection of the Environment. 
Class 8 consists of actions taken by regulatory agencies, as authorized by state or 
local ordinance, to assure the maintenance, restoration, enhancement, or 
protection of the environment where the regulatory process involves procedures 
for protection of the environment. Construction activities and relaxation of 
standards allowing environmental degradation are not included in this exemption. 

Compliance with CEQA requirements will be made with a Notice of Exemption filed by the 
Program staff. 

Support: Staff have received written support for this item from the Imperial County Board of 
Supervisors. 

Opposition: Staff have not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted 
for publication. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-150 (Revised) 

Consideration Of New Projects For The Solid Waste Disposal And Codisposal Site Cleanup 
Program (FY 2004/05, Solid Waste Disposal Trust Fund) 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Sections 48020, et seq. authorizes the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) to implement the Solid Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup 
Program (Program) to remediate environmental problems caused by solid waste and clean up disposal 
sites to protect public health and safety and the environment where the responsible parties cannot be 
identified or are unable or unwilling to pay for timely remediation; 

WHEREAS, the Board has approved guidelines, policies, and regulations for the Program to clean up 
sites; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed projects satisfy the Board guidelines and policies pursuant to the Program. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board approves a matching grant under the Program 
not to exceed seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars ($750,000) to the Los Angles County Flood-Gentrel 
District and a matching grant under the Program not to exceed sixty-one thousand seven hundred and 
twelve dollars ($61,712) to the Santa Barbara County Department-ef Puhlie-Werks. The Board hereby 
directs staff to develop and execute a Grant Agreement with each grant recipient to implement remediation 
measures and encumber the funding; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the award of the grants is conditioned upon the return by the 
grantees of a complete and executed Grant Agreement within ninety (90) days of the date of the mailing 
of the agreement package by the Board; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the award of the grant is further conditioned upon full payment within 
ninety (90) days of today's date of any outstanding debt owed to the Board; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board approves the Board-managed cleanup of the Poe Colonia 
Illegal Disposal Site. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly 
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 33 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The BKK Landfill, Los Angeles County, For The Solid Waste Disposal And 
Codisposal Site Cleanup Program 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

This item recommends California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) approval 
to fund eligible remediation activities at the BKK Corporation (BKK) Landfill Class III 
Area under a Board-managed option with cost recovery pursuant to the Solid Waste 
Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup Program. This option is intended to facilitate 
resolution of issues in order for the current Class III Area closure project to resume and 
be completed in 2005. 

Remaining BKK closure activities are linked to a City of West Covina (City) 
redevelopment project using the same contractor. Soil requiring excavation from City-
owned parcels is to be used as final cover material. Activities were suspended in 
November 2004 because of cost estimate overruns and late payments by BKK to the 
contractor. BKK has been unable to identify supplemental funding to cover the 
deficiencies. Board staff worked extensively with BKK, the City, the Local Enforcement 
Agency (LEA), and the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality control Board (RWQCB) to 
resolve these issues. Approval of a Revised Closure Plan was issued in February 2005 to 
complete closure for an interim scaled-back project (including the minimum required 
thickness of vegetative layer soil) that would comply with Title 27, California Code of 
Regulations (27 CCR) minimum standards using available funding. However, the City 
has recently conveyed that the closure project cannot proceed unless both projects are 
fully implemented to include minimum obligations of BKK to the City beyond 27 CCR 
standards that are not funded. The main deficiency is the additional vegetative soil layer 
(beyond the minimum required for closure) required for a golf course. The contractor has 
also conveyed concerns with the ability of both BKK and the City to effectively 
coordinate and implement the projects, in addition to other contract payment issues which 
may increase the costs of the project. 

The City has also conveyed that it would reserve its rights to retain cover soils from City-
owned property unless its full goals for the redevelopment project are met. However, the 
City's standing as a property owner within the Permit boundary would obligate it to 
supply cover soil for the purpose of providing the minimum thickness of vegetative layer 
soil, as specified in the Revised Closure Plan. Nevertheless, given the timing of the 
City's announcement that it has placed the cover soils in issue, completion of closure this 
summer is now at risk without the infusion of Board funding. Moreover, if the closure 
project cannot be completed this summer, the Board will likely become lead agency for 
completing the closure. This would be significantly more expensive (on the order of $3.3 
to 10.7 million in State funding) and take significantly longer to complete. Failure of the 
project to restart in July 2005 may result in the need for Board consideration of funding 
the remediation activities anyway, as these activities are a high priority for remediation 
prior to the next wet season. 
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to 10.7 million in State funding) and take significantly longer to complete. Failure of the 
project to restart in July 2005 may result in the need for Board consideration of funding 
the remediation activities anyway, as these activities are a high priority for remediation 
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Eligible activities for Board approval include repairs to the soil cap and gas control 
system, and installation of drainage and erosion control measures solely within the Class 
III Area and not within the scope of the separate emergency project being implemented 
by DTSC, which the Board discussed at its April meeting (Item 29). Board remediation 
of these eligible activities, previously funded in the Revised Closure Plan, would entail 
up to $1 2 million in Solid Waste Cleanup Program funds and result in freeing up 
additional contingency funds from the closure financial mechanism so that funding 
deficiencies can be covered and the closure project can be completed by BKK. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
At the April 19, 2005 meeting (Agenda Item 29), the Board was provided an update 
concerning BKK Landfill issues, and adopted Resolution 2005-91 to support DTSC in 
remediation and critical maintenance activities, including expeditious consideration of 
future funding needs pursuant to the Solid Waste Cleanup Program. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
Options for the Board include: 
1. Approve a Board-managed project (Cleanup Option A); or 
2. Approve a matching grant to the City (Cleanup Option B); or 
3. Approve award of a contract to the City using other funding sources (Cleanup 

Option C); or 
4. Deny any funding for the project at this time (Cleanup Option D); or 
5. Modify staffs Cleanup Option A-D; or 
6. Direct staff to bring back revised or new options for future consideration. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board approve Cleanup Option A and adopt Resolution 2005-151, 
conditioned on commitment by the City of West Covina, BKK, and the City's and BKK's 
contractor to proceed with the closure project for completion in 2005. 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
Solid Waste Cleanup Program Background 
AB 2136 (Eastin, Chapter 655, Statutes of 1993) created the Solid Waste Cleanup 
Program, which the Board implements to clean up solid waste disposal sites and solid 
waste at codisposal sites where the responsible party either cannot be identified or is 
unable or unwilling to pay for the timely remediation, and where the cleanup is 
needed to protect public health and safety or the environment. Statutory authority for 
the Solid Waste Cleanup Program is contained in Public Resources Code (PRC) 
Division 30, Part 7, Chapter 2, Article 2.5 (Section 48020 et seq.). 

In administering the Solid Waste Cleanup Program the Board was authorized to 
expend funds from the Solid Waste Disposal Trust Fund directly for cleanup, provide 
loans to responsible parties, and provide grants to public entities for site cleanups. 
Regulations incorporating Board-approved policies became effective September 11, 
2000. In addition, the Board approved grant scoring criteria and the evaluation 
process for fiscal year 2004/2005 in June 2004. To date under this Program, the 
Board has approved a total of 151 projects totaling $54,582,500 in funding to cleanup 
574 sites. 
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Solid Waste Cleanup Program Background 
AB 2136 (Eastin, Chapter 655, Statutes of 1993) created the Solid Waste Cleanup 
Program, which the Board implements to clean up solid waste disposal sites and solid 
waste at codisposal sites where the responsible party either cannot be identified or is 
unable or unwilling to pay for the timely remediation, and where the cleanup is 
needed to protect public health and safety or the environment.  Statutory authority for 
the Solid Waste Cleanup Program is contained in Public Resources Code (PRC) 
Division 30, Part 7, Chapter 2, Article 2.5 (Section 48020 et seq.). 
 
In administering the Solid Waste Cleanup Program the Board was authorized to 
expend funds from the Solid Waste Disposal Trust Fund directly for cleanup, provide 
loans to responsible parties, and provide grants to public entities for site cleanups. 
Regulations incorporating Board-approved policies became effective September 11, 
2000.  In addition, the Board approved grant scoring criteria and the evaluation 
process for fiscal year 2004/2005 in June 2004. To date under this Program, the 
Board has approved a total of 151 projects totaling $54,582,500 in funding to cleanup 
574 sites. 
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Section 48021(a) of the PRC states that: "In prioritizing the sites for cleanup the 
board shall consider the degree of risk to public health and safety and the 
environment posed by conditions at a site, the ability of the site owner to clean up the 
site without monetary assistance, the ability of the board to adequately clean up the 
site with available funds, maximizing the use of available funds, and other factors as 
determined by the board." Factors to be used to prioritize eligible sites under the 
Program are further specified in Title 14, California Code of Regulations (14 CCR), 
Section 18903. 

Eligible and ineligible remedial actions under the Program are specifically listed in 
14 CCR Section 18904, which also allows the Board to consider approval of any 
other remedial actions not specified as ineligible. Ineligible actions include closure as 
defined in Section 20164 of 27 CCR and improvements to property for postclosure 
land uses. With respect to the BKK Class III Area, remediation of the recommended 
Class III Area storm drain system-related items would be specifically eligible and 
potentially qualifying for funding under Program requirements. These activities, 
previously funded in the approved Revised Closure Plan, would be a high priority for 
remediation under the Program with respect to protection of public health and safety 
and the environment if the closure project as currently approved could not be 
implemented. 

Site Description and Chronology 
The BKK Landfill Class III Area (Site No. 19-AF-0001) is located in the City of 
West Covina. There are two landfills on the BKK property: a closed mixed or 
codisposal hazardous and municipal solid waste landfill ("Class I Area") and an 
inactive/closing municipal solid waste landfill ("Class III Area"). The owner and 
operator of both landfills is BKK Corporation (BKK). Additionally, effective 2003 
the City became a co-owner/lessee of portions of the permitted facility, for planned 
commercial and recreational development purposes, including a golf course adjacent 
to and in part overlying the closed Class III Area. Both landfills share one leachate 
treatment plant, which is located on the Class I landfill. Additionally, both landfills 
share common leachate collection, gas collection and storm runoff systems. The 
Class I Area operated from 1962 until 1987 and disposed of approximately 18 million 
tons of solid waste. Hazardous waste disposal activities were discontinued in 1984. 
Closure construction of the Class I Area was completed in 1989. The Department of 
Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) acknowledged the closure certification in June 
1991. In addition to postclosure maintenance activities, the Class I Area is also 
subject to RCRA Subtitle C corrective action for ground water and other 
contamination releases, such as air. 

On October 17, 2004, BKK notified DTSC that for financial reasons, BKK would no 
longer be able to perform required post-closure care and essential operations for the 
Class I landfill after November 17, 2004. As a result, on November 18, 2004, DTSC 
began implementing an emergency response action utilizing DTSC's emergency 
response contractor to ensure that essential Class I activities continue. Essential 
activities include operation and maintenance of the groundwater and leachate 
extraction systems, the gas extraction system, and the leachate treatment plant. 
Continuous maintenance and operation of these systems and facilities and 
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maintenance of the Class I landfill cap are essential to prevent releases of hazardous 
substances and are necessary to protect public health and safety and the environment. 

The Class III Area operated from July 1987 to September 1996 and shortly thereafter 
commenced partial final closure for construction of a final cover system and 
landscaping over part of the Class III site (Phases A and B). Phase E and parts of 
Phases C and D remain to be closed. Approximately 27 million tons of solid waste 
was disposed in the Class III Area. The City certified a Final Environmental Impact 
Report (FEIR) in June 2000 for the full closure and aforementioned redevelopment 
project. The Board approved Final Closure and Postclosure Maintenance Plans on 
August 2002. 

The City's redevelopment project and BKK's remaining closure project are very 
closely interrelated. The City and BKK separately bid and procured contracts with 
the same earthwork contractor to complete rough grading of the City-owned parcels 
and completion of the remaining closure project. Soil excavated from the City-owned 
parcels to meet rough grading requirements for redevelopment was to be used for 
Class III Area final cover construction, which exceeded state minimum standards to 
incorporate a golf course postclosure land use. 

In September 2004, it became apparent that BKK's project costs would exceed 
available funding from the Class III Area financial assurances mechanism (closure 
and postclosure maintenance insurance, 27 CCR 22248). BKK informed the City, the 
Local Enforcement Agency (LEA), Board, and Los Angeles Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (RWQCB) that it could not identify additional financial resources to 
make up the difference. In addition, the contractor was not reimbursed from the 
closure financial assurances mechanism for work performed in a timely manner 
during 2004. As a result, Class III Area closure activities temporarily ceased on 
November 16, 2004. 

The LEA issued separate Notice and Orders concerning failure of the storm drain 
system (November 9, 2004) and violations of closure plan implementation and 
applicable state minimum standards (December 14, 2004). Since under Title 27, 
California Code of Regulations (27 CCR) Section 20180 the operator is considered to 
have prime responsibility for compliance (while not relieving all co-owners of 
responsibility where needed), these orders were not also issued against the City as co-
owner at that time. Nor was the Board aware at the time of any intent by the City to 
call into question its obligation to permit utilization of cover soils located within its 
portion of the permitted facility for its intended purpose as specified in the Closure 
Plan and Revisions thereto. 

Board staff worked extensively with BKK, the City, the LEA, and the RWQCB to 
resolve these issues and develop a Final Revised Closure and Postclosure 
Maintenance Plan (Revised Final Plan) to complete closure for an interim scaled-back 
project that would comply with 27 CCR minimum standards using available funding 
in the insurance financial mechanism. The difference is due mainly to cost savings 
from landscaping and irrigation, and a reduced Phase E vegetative layer soil thickness 
that is applicable to nonirrigated open space, but which is not sufficient to support the 
golf course aspect of the City's redevelopment project. To comply with 27 CCR 
minimum standards for nonirrigated open space land use, the RWQCB requires a 
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minimum of 5' of vegetative layer soil, which is included in the Revised Final Plan. 
An additional 2.5' of Phase E vegetative layer soil material is required by the 
RWQCB for golf course development and is included in the Revised Final Plan if 
additional contingency or other sources funds are made available. The Revised Final 
Plan to complete remaining closure activities in 2005 was approved by the Board, 
LEA, and RWQCB in February 2005. 

The insurance financial mechanism currently covers a face value of $5,022,819 in 
remaining funding to complete the closure. An escrow account for disbursement of 
the insurance coverage is also being set up to ensure Board control of closure 
expenditures to ensure they are appropriate. The escrow account would allow for 
prompt review and approval by the Board of qualifying reimbursements on a monthly 
basis to contractors for work performed. The fmancial mechanism also covers 
$12,925,426 for 30-years of Class III Area postclosure maintenance. Pursuant to 27 
CCR 21180, the postclosure maintenance period does not commence until closure of 
the entire landfill is certified. 

Recent developments have complicated the ability to complete Class III Area closure 
activities. The City recently asserted (April 26 letter from Mr. Andrew G. Pasmant, 
City Manager to Board staff) that the Class III closure project cannot proceed unless 
both the BKK closure and City rough grading projects are fully implemented to 
include the minimum obligations by BKK to the City beyond 27 CCR minimum 
standards that are not currently funded. The main item identified as deficient is 
completion of the full Phase E vegetative layer thickness required by the RWQCB for 
golf course development. In addition, there is only a minimal contingency currently 
identified ($67,000) to cover unforeseen conditions and potential additional cost 
overruns. Additional cost overruns that could require an increase in contingency 
funding to complete the project include contract labor and fuel escalation factors and 
the contractor's preference for a shift to payment on a "Force Account" (time and 
materials) basis rather than the original lump sum bids (May 18 letters from Mr. Bill 
C. Meyer, Chief Operating Officer, Yeager-Skanska to BKK and the City). 

The City has also conveyed that it would reserve its rights to retain cover soils from 
City-owned property unless the City's full goals for the redevelopment project are 
met. This would impact the Class III Area closure as those cover soils are required to 
construct the final cover system. However, the City's standing as a property owner 
within the Permit boundary would obligate it to supply cover soil for the purpose of 
providing the minimum thickness of vegetative layer soil, as specified in the Closure 
Plan and Revisions thereto. Nevertheless, given the timing of the City's 
announcement that it has placed the cover soils in issue, completion of closure this 
summer is now at risk without the infusion of Board funding. Moreover, if BKK is 
ultimately unable to complete the project this summer, the Board will likely be 
requested to become the lead agency for completing the Class III closure activities. 
The project would require revising the design and completing a new bidding process. 
The costs and Board resource needs based on analysis by the Board's consultant 
(Kleinfelder) would be considerably higher under varying assumptions on availability 
of final cover soil ($3.3 to $10.7 million). The project would also take considerably 
longer to complete (1-3+ years) and may require a new CEQA document with the 
Board as lead agency. 
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Storm Drain System Remediation Issues 

In January 2004, a critical section of the storm drain system serving both the Class I 
and Class III sites failed in several locations on the site. The system was temporarily 
repaired to provide minimal capacity to function. Since January 2004, extreme storm 
conditions have resulted in progressive failure of a large part of the drainage system 
constructed mainly in the 1980's, indicating a need for investigation, design, and 
repair as soon as possible. 

DTSC and its contractor are currently implementing emergency repairs to the storm 
drain system, which are expected to be completed this summer. This particular 
situation was discussed by the Board at its April 2005 meeting (Item 29). The cost 
estimate and DTSC encumbered funding level is up to $3.78 million. DTSC and its 
consultant believe that the funding level is adequate for this project. The repairs will 
address failures of the buried piping within the Class I Area and piping shared by the 
Class I and Class III Areas, and cleanout of the storm water upper detention basin 
which is also shared by the Class I and Class III Areas. 

However, the DTSC project does not include within its scope areas entirely within the 
Class III Area. Class III Area items specifically related to the storm drain system 
include completion of the Phase D Area final cover system, which was left in poor 
condition with an incomplete drainage system when closure activities ceased late last 
year. In light of the aforementioned progressive failure of a large part of the drainage 
system in recent years, the Phase D Area is now heavily eroded where trash has been 
exposed at the surface. Given the drainage system's proximity to the landfill gas and 
leachate control systems (which could be damaged by a drainage failure, posing a 
potential threat to adjoining residents) and the severity of the record-breaking rainfall 
in recent months, this project constitutes an emergency action under PRC Section 
48020(c). The system's failure also adversely impacts the integrity of the final cover, 
an important element in controlling infiltration of precipitation into the waste and 
landfill gas surface emissions. Potential discharge of sediment, leachate, and eroded 
trash to offsite runoff is also a major concern with respect to the failing storm drain 
system and adjacent drainage areas. 

These items were to be completed in 2005 and addressed as part of remaining closure 
activities in the Revised Final Plans, but as noted above it does not appear that the 
closure project can proceed this summer without additional funding and commitment 
of the parties to move forward with the project. Should BKK fail to implement the 
Class III closure project in 2005 including the remediation part, it is expected that the 
Board would be requested to complete the remediation activities under a separate 
Board-managed project in 2005. 

Site Prioritization 

Based on the degree of risk to public health and safety, and the environment, the 
prioritization category for the BKK Landfill storm drain system remediation 
including related Class IIII components pursuant to the Solid Waste Cleanup Program 
is Al. Priority Al is a site in an urban area with a confirmed condition of pollution or 
nuisance from solid waste, based on a comparison with state minimum standards. 
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Summary of Board Options and Cost Estimates 

Cleanup Option A: Approve a Board-managed cleanup for eligible activities to 
include storm drain system related remediation items within 
the Class III Area. 

Project Description: One or more of the Board's existing Solid Waste Cleanup 
Program contractors (or designated subcontractors if required to complete the project 
and as allowed for in the current Board Solid Waste Cleanup Program Contracts 
IWM03015A, IWM03015B, and IWM-C2001) would take the following remediation 
measures in the Phase D area: (1) repair the erosion damage over approximately 12 
acres within the Phase D area in accordance with final closure standards; (2) complete 
Phase D drainage system construction and erosion control measures (i.e., hydroseed) 
to ensure the long-term efficient performance of the repaired and existing capped 
areas, to minimize future required remedial actions and to ensure compliance with 
State Minimum Standards; and (3) complete reconstruction of the gas extraction 
system over the Phase D area. These items would be completed in accordance with 
the approved Revised Final Closure Plan. BKK would be responsible for closure 
certification of this work in accordance with the approved Plan. 

This option would significantly increase available contingency funds to complete 
BKK's minimum obligations for the full project, including the full vegetative layer 
for the golf course and other potential cost overuns. Pursuit of cost recovery would 
be applicable (see Legal Issues Section of this item). In addition, release of 
contingency funds from the closure escrow account would be controlled by the Board 
such that only essential obligations to the City project are approved, and that any 
remaining contingency funds would be either deducted from Board-managed project 
payments or be repaid directly back into the Solid Waste Cleanup Program Trust 
Fund. This option depends on the commitment and ability of BKK, the City, and the 
contractor to proceed with and complete the project. 

Estimated cost (based on approved Revised Final Closure Plans): 

Phase D Cover System (12 acres): $577,000 
Phase D Gas System (50% completion): $125,000 
Phase D Drainage System: $203,000 
Phase D Hydroseed (35 acres): $87,000 
Contingency (21%) $208,000 
Total: $1,200,000 

Project timelines: Mobilization and start in July 2005 and completion in 2005. 

Advantages: 
■ Completes remediation and closure to protect public health and safety and the 

environment in the most timely and cost effective manner. 
■ Significantly reduces Board resource needs and expenditures of State funds as 

compared with Options 2-4. 
■ Would allow for the City's rough grading project to proceed on a timely basis and 

enhance the ability of the City's vision of redevelopment to be fully realized. 
■ If the closure project is abandoned, the threat to public health and safety would 

require Board consideration of these remediation activities anyway. 
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 Phase D Gas System (50% completion): $125,000 
 Phase D Drainage System:  $203,000 
 Phase D Hydroseed (35 acres): $87,000 
 Contingency (21%)  $208,000 
 Total:  $1,200,000 
 
Project timelines: Mobilization and start in July 2005 and completion in 2005. 
 
Advantages: 
 Completes remediation and closure to protect public health and safety and the 

environment in the most timely and cost effective manner. 
 Significantly reduces Board resource needs and expenditures of State funds as 

compared with Options 2-4. 
 Would allow for the City’s rough grading project to proceed on a timely basis and 

enhance the ability of the City’s vision of redevelopment to be fully realized. 
 If the closure project is abandoned, the threat to public health and safety would 

require Board consideration of these remediation activities anyway.   
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Disadvantages: 
■ Expends considerable Solid Waste Cleanup Program funds (albeit much less than 

Cleanup Options B-D). 
■ Depends on the commitment and ability of BKK, the City, and the contractor to 

proceed with and complete the project and cooperation between these parties has 
been problematic to date. 

Cleanup Option B: Approve Matching Grant to the City for eligible activities to 
include storm drain system related remediation items within 
the Class III Area. 

Project Description: The Board would award a Matching Grant to the City to take the 
following remediation measures in the Phase D area: (1) repair the erosion damage 
over approximately 12 acres within the Phase D area in accordance with final closure 
standards; (2) complete Phase D drainage system construction and erosion control 
measures (i.e., hydroseed) to ensure the long-term efficient performance of the 
repaired and existing capped areas, to minimize future required remedial actions and 
to ensure compliance with State Minimum Standards; and (3) complete reconstruction 
of the gas extraction system over the Phase D area. These items would be completed 
in accordance with the approved Revised Final Closure Plans. 

Project timelines: Expected project delayed from Option 1 but may be completed in 
2005. 

Advantages: 
■ Reduces impact to Solid Waste Cleanup Program funds. 
■ City oversight required which would reduce the demand on Board resources for 

oversight responsibilities. 

Disadvantages: 
■ The City has not expressed an interest in applying for a Matching Grant. 
■ Unknown if City has capability of contractual arrangements to ensure project 

completed on a timely basis. 
■ Would require processing of grant agreements which would unlikely be able to be 

completed on a timely basis (by June 31, 2005). 
■ Matching Grant limit for Board funding is $750,000. 

Cleanup Option C: Approve award of a contract to the City using other Board 
discretionary funding sources. 

Project Description: The Board would award a contract using Integrated Waste 
Management Account (IWMA) discretionary funds to the City to complete the items 
identified in Options 1 and 2, and/or other items of the closure and redevelopment 
grading projects. Use of IWMA discretionary funds would be less restrictive than for 
the Solid Waste Cleanup Program Trust Fund, thereby allowing for potential funding 
of activities not eligible under the Program such as postclosure land use. These items 
would be completed in accordance with the approved Revised Final Closure Plans. 
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proceed with and complete the project and cooperation between these parties has 
been problematic to date. 
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repaired and existing capped areas, to minimize future required remedial actions and 
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2005. 
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 The City has not expressed an interest in applying for a Matching Grant. 
 Unknown if City has capability of contractual arrangements to ensure project 

completed on a timely basis. 
 Would require processing of grant agreements which would unlikely be able to be 

completed on a timely basis (by June 31, 2005).   
 Matching Grant limit for Board funding is $750,000. 

 
Cleanup Option C: Approve award of a contract to the City using other Board 

discretionary funding sources.   
 
Project Description:  The Board would award a contract using Integrated Waste 
Management Account (IWMA) discretionary funds to the City to complete the items 
identified in Options 1 and 2, and/or other items of the closure and redevelopment 
grading projects.  Use of IWMA discretionary funds would be less restrictive than for 
the Solid Waste Cleanup Program Trust Fund, thereby allowing for potential funding 
of activities not eligible under the Program such as postclosure land use.  These items 
would be completed in accordance with the approved Revised Final Closure Plans. 
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Project timelines: Expected project delayed from Option 1 but may be completed in 
2005. 

Advantages: 
■ No impact to Solid Waste Cleanup Program funds. 
■ City oversight required which would reduce the demand on Board resources for 

oversight responsibilities. 
■ Use of IWMA discretionary funds would be less restrictive than for the Solid 

Waste Cleanup Program Trust Fund. 

Disadvantages: 
■ IWMA discretionary funds were allocated at the May 11, 2005 Board meeting 

(Item 24) and there are no additional discretionary funds available this fiscal year. 
■ Would not allow for cost recovery pursuant to the Solid Waste Cleanup Program. 
■ The City has not expressed an interest in entering into a contract for this work. 
■ Unknown if City has capability of contractual arrangements to ensure project 

completed on a timely basis. 
■ Would require processing of contract agreements which would unlikely be able to 

be completed on a timely basis (by June 31, 2005). 

Cleanup Option D: Deny any funding for the project at this time (No Action 
Alternative) 

Project Description: At this time the Board would take no action, and leave 
resolution of the closure and rough grading projects to the other parties involved. 

Project timelines: The closure project would likely be delayed indefinitely. 

Advantages: 
■ No impact to Solid Waste Cleanup Program or other Board funds. 
■ Minimizes near term demand on Board resources for oversight responsibilities. 

Disadvantages: 
■ This option would result in the least likelihood of the closure project from being 

implemented. It is unlikely that the other parties involved would be able to come 
up with a viable solution on their own. 

■ If the closure project is abandoned, the threat to public health and safety would 
require Board-consideration of the Board-managed remediation project in 
Cleanup Options A and B anyway. It is likely that the project would be more 
expensive than for Cleanup Options A and B. 

■ The City's rough grading project and vision of redevelopment would be delayed 
indefinitely. 

■ If the closure project is abandoned, the Board will likely be the lead agency for 
completing the Class III closure activities. The project would be significantly 
more expensive and take significantly longer time to complete. The resources and 
funding are not identified at this time for the Board to complete closure activities. 

As noted in Section III (Options for the Board), the Board also could modify any of 
staff's Cleanup Options A-D or direct staff to bring back revised or new options for 
future consideration. 
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Project timelines: Expected project delayed from Option 1 but may be completed in 
2005. 
 
Advantages: 
 No impact to Solid Waste Cleanup Program funds. 
 City oversight required which would reduce the demand on Board resources for 

oversight responsibilities. 
 Use of IWMA discretionary funds would be less restrictive than for the Solid 

Waste Cleanup Program Trust Fund.  
 
Disadvantages: 
 IWMA discretionary funds were allocated at the May 11, 2005 Board meeting 

(Item 24) and there are no additional discretionary funds available this fiscal year. 
 Would not allow for cost recovery pursuant to the Solid Waste Cleanup Program.   
 The City has not expressed an interest in entering into a contract for this work. 
 Unknown if City has capability of contractual arrangements to ensure project 

completed on a timely basis. 
 Would require processing of contract agreements which would unlikely be able to 

be completed on a timely basis (by June 31, 2005).   
 
Cleanup Option D: Deny any funding for the project at this time (No Action 

Alternative) 
 
Project Description:  At this time the Board would take no action, and leave 
resolution of the closure and rough grading projects to the other parties involved. 
 
Project timelines: The closure project would likely be delayed indefinitely.   
 
Advantages: 
 No impact to Solid Waste Cleanup Program or other Board funds. 
 Minimizes near term demand on Board resources for oversight responsibilities. 

 
Disadvantages: 
 This option would result in the least likelihood of the closure project from being 

implemented.  It is unlikely that the other parties involved would be able to come 
up with a viable solution on their own. 

 If the closure project is abandoned, the threat to public health and safety would 
require Board-consideration of the Board-managed remediation project in 
Cleanup Options A and B anyway.  It is likely that the project would be more 
expensive than for Cleanup Options A and B. 

 The City’s rough grading project and vision of redevelopment would be delayed 
indefinitely.    

 If the closure project is abandoned, the Board will likely be the lead agency for 
completing the Class III closure activities.  The project would be significantly 
more expensive and take significantly longer time to complete. The resources and 
funding are not identified at this time for the Board to complete closure activities. 

 
As noted in Section III (Options for the Board), the Board also could modify any of 
staff’s Cleanup Options A-D or direct staff to bring back revised or new options for 
future consideration. 
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B.  Environmental Issues 

The recommended Option 1 project would address a significant environmental 
problem at the BKK Landfill and would be conducted in accordance with applicable 
City-adopted and enforced FEIR mitigation measures. 

C.  Program/Long Term Impacts 
Staff is not aware of any program/long-term impacts related to this item. 

D.  Stakeholder Impacts 
Staff is not aware of any stakeholder impacts related to this item. 

E.  Fiscal Impacts 

At the time this agenda item was prepared, and conditional on Agenda Item 32 being 
approved, the amount available in the Solid Waste Disposal Trust Fund for new 
contracts, grants, and loans was $4,741,388. The proposed Board-managed project 
would be funded out of existing contracts and, if approved, there would be no 
additional impact to the unencumbered fund balance in this item (see Agenda Item 34 
for contract augmentation necessary to implement the project recommended in this 
item, if approved). 

F.  Legal Issues 
Public Resources Code Section 48023 directs the Board to seek reimbursement for 
monies expended under the Program to the extent possible. Expended funds may be 
recoverable from the property owners and other responsible parties in a civil action 
brought by the Board [Public Resources Code Section 48023(c)] and/or by imposing 
a lien upon the real property owned by the property owners that is subject to the 
remedial action [Public Resources Code Section 48023.5(a)]. 

Under the Program cost recovery policy (Resolution No. 1999-199), the Board may 
decide to not pursue cost recovery based on factors including but not limited to: 
(1) publicly owned sites maintained for public benefit and use; (2) the owner did not 
cause the disposal of waste; (3) the owner will not gain a benefit due to condition of 
property; (4) the value of property significantly less than cost of cleanup; (5) hardship 
to the property owner; and (6) no responsible party. The decision not to pursue cost 
recovery requires four affirmative votes. 

Provisions to indemnify the Board are contained in standard agreements with Board 
contractors. Cooperative agreements with site owners and grantees are established 
prior to the start of approved Board-managed and grant projects, which include, when 
applicable, specific cost sharing or cost recovery provisions in order to ensure that the 
Board is properly reimbursed, and provide indemnification against liability for acts or 
omissions of the owner and/or grantee. In addition, Section 25400 of the Health and 
Safety Code provides additional immunity from liability for the Board from cleanup 
projects. 
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Public Resources Code Section 48023 directs the Board to seek reimbursement for 
monies expended under the Program to the extent possible.  Expended funds may be 
recoverable from the property owners and other responsible parties in a civil action 
brought by the Board [Public Resources Code Section 48023(c)] and/or by imposing 
a lien upon the real property owned by the property owners that is subject to the 
remedial action [Public Resources Code Section 48023.5(a)].   
 
Under the Program cost recovery policy (Resolution No. 1999-199), the Board may 
decide to not pursue cost recovery based on factors including but not limited to: 
(1) publicly owned sites maintained for public benefit and use; (2) the owner did not 
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property; (4) the value of property significantly less than cost of cleanup; (5) hardship 
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Provisions to indemnify the Board are contained in standard agreements with Board 
contractors.  Cooperative agreements with site owners and grantees are established 
prior to the start of approved Board-managed and grant projects, which include, when 
applicable, specific cost sharing or cost recovery provisions in order to ensure that the 
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omissions of the owner and/or grantee.  In addition, Section 25400 of the Health and 
Safety Code provides additional immunity from liability for the Board from cleanup 
projects. 
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Throughout the Solid Waste Cleanup Program's history there have been rare cases 
where, as here, a permitted facility's failure to comply with an order to implement a 
corrective action at its site constitutes an emergency situation under PRC Section 
48020(c), threatening the health and safety of adjoining residents and thus 
necessitating consideration of a Board expenditure under the Solid Waste Cleanup 
Program to perform the action. (See Storm Drain System Remediation Issues, above.) 
In such cases consideration is given to calling for the surrender and/or revocation of 
the permit. However, where as here the facility is at the stage where it has ceased 
accepting waste, which is the primary benefit of the permit, the public interest is 
better served by continuing to hold the operator to the burdens of the permit for the 
duration of the closure and post-closure period, to the extent practicable. 

BKK Corporation (BKK) is the sole operator of the facility. The facility is co-owned 
by BKK, along with the City as a result of the City's purchase of a portion of the 
permitted facility in 2003. Pursuant to 27 CCR 20182, the City was (or should have 
been) apprised by BKK at or before the transfer to the City of the subject portion of 
the permitted facility of the City's obligations to comply with the Closure Plan and all 
other standards applicable to its portion of the facility. (See also §20180, affirming 
that "[r]esponsibility for compliance shall rest with both the owner and the 
operator.") These responsibilities continue until the Permit provides otherwise. In 
this instance, Section 5.4.2 of the Closure Plan (which per §21870(e)(2) is 
incorporated by reference into the permit) specifies that "[t]he revised permit 
boundary [taking CDC's 100-acre site out of the permitted facility] is expected to 
become effective at the conclusion of closure construction and initiation of 
postclosure care for the site." 

As previously addressed, the City has conveyed (through the Community 
Development Commission (CDC)) that it would reserve its rights to retain cover soils 
from City-owned property unless its full goals for the redevelopment project are met, 
based in part on certain provisions which are allegedly included in its contract with 
BKK. Irrespective of any such provisions, the City's assertion that it would attempt 
to prohibit utilization of cover soils located within the boundary of the permitted 
facility for its intended purpose as specified in the Closure Plan and Revisions thereto 
is inconsistent with its responsibilities as co-owner of the facility. Specifically, 
Section 2.3 of the Closure Plan provides that "[b]oth the west and southwest borrow 
areas [located within the City's portion of the facility] are the primary sources of soil 
for the final cover of the Class III Landfill." Thus, the City's standing as a property 
owner within the Permit boundary makes it responsible for, among other things, 
supplying cover soil for the purpose of providing the minimum thickness of 
vegetative layer soil, as specified in the Revised Closure Plan. 

BKK as the operator and a co-owner of the permitted facility would be subject to cost 
recovery. The Board reserves its rights to pursue cost recovery against not only 
BKK, but against all other responsible parties as well. Moreover, funds expended by 
the CIWMB constitute a lien upon the real property owned by any responsible party 
that is subject to the remedial action, pursuant to PRC Section 48023.5. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental justice issues 
related to this item. 
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incorporated by reference into the permit) specifies that “[t]he revised permit 
boundary [taking CDC’s 100-acre site out of the permitted facility] is expected to 
become effective at the conclusion of closure construction and initiation of 
postclosure care for the site.” 
 
As previously addressed, the City has conveyed (through the Community 
Development Commission (CDC)) that it would reserve its rights to retain cover soils 
from City-owned property unless its full goals for the redevelopment project are met, 
based in part on certain provisions which are allegedly included in its contract with 
BKK.  Irrespective of any such provisions, the City’s assertion that it would attempt 
to prohibit utilization of cover soils located within the boundary of the permitted 
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Section 2.3 of the Closure Plan provides that “[b]oth the west and southwest borrow 
areas [located within the City’s portion of the facility] are the primary sources of soil 
for the final cover of the Class III Landfill.” Thus, the City’s standing as a property 
owner within the Permit boundary makes it responsible for, among other things, 
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BKK as the operator and a co-owner of the permitted facility would be subject to cost 
recovery.  The Board reserves its rights to pursue cost recovery against not only 
BKK, but against all other responsible parties as well.  Moreover, funds expended by 
the CIWMB constitute a lien upon the real property owned by any responsible party 
that is subject to the remedial action, pursuant to PRC Section 48023.5. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental justice issues 
related to this item. 
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VI.  

VII.  

VIII.  

IX.  

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 4, by supporting and assisting in projects that 
manage and mitigate the impacts of solid waste on public health and safety and the 
environment. 

FUNDING INFORMATION 

1. Fund Source 2. Amount 
Available 

3. Amount to 
Fund Item 

4. Amount 
Remaining 5. Line Item 

Solid Waste 
Disposal Trust Fund 

$4,741,388 $0 $4,741,388 C & P 

ATTACHMENTS 
1. Resolution Number 2005-151. 

STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Scott Walker Phone: (916) 341-6319 
B. Legal Staff: Steven Levine Phone: (916) 341-6064 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 

A. Support 
Staff had not received any written support at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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Landfill Closure Funding Shortfall
• $6.8 Million Cost to Close Landfill in 

Accordance with State Requirements
• $2.3 Million Required to Meet Original 
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• $1.2 Million CIWMB Clean Up and 

Remediation Funds
• $1.1 Million Funding Shortfall for City
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City’s Financial Contributions
• Purchase Agreement Funds from City Used 

Only for Landfill Remediation
• $2.5 Million Paid Class III and Class I 

Financial Assurance Premiums 
• Paid for Environmental Investigation on 

Parcel I (A BKK Obligation)
• Potential Contribution of $1.1 Million 

Closure Shortfall by City
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-151 (Revised) 

Consideration Of The BKK Landfill, Los Angeles County, For The Solid Waste Disposal And 
Codisposal Site Cleanup Program 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 48020 et seq. authorizes the California 
Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) to implement the Solid Waste Disposal and 
Codisposal Site Cleanup Program (Program) to remediate environmental problems caused by 
solid waste and clean up disposal sites to protect public health and safety and the environment 
where the responsible parties cannot be identified or are unable or unwilling to pay for timely 
remediation; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has approved guidelines, policies, and regulations for the Program to 
clean up sites; and 

WHEREAS, the BKK Landfill Project satisfies Board guidelines and policies pursuant to the 
Program. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board approves the BKK Landfill Project 
for Board-managed remediation of eligible activities up to $1,200,000 under the Program 
conditioned on commitment by the City of West Covina, BKK, and the City's and BKK's 
contractor to proceed with the closure project for completion in 2005. The Board hereby directs 
staff to implement the projects and encumber the funding for cleanup/remediation of the site; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that BKK as the operator and a co-owner of the permitted 
facility is subject to cost recovery, and that the Board reserves its rights to pursue cost recovery 
against not only BKK, but against all other responsible parties as well; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that notwithstanding the broad scope of remediation activities 
authorized herein, it is the Board's desire that to the extent possible both BKK Closure Funds as 
well as Board expenditures on remediation measures should be limited to completing closure for 
an interim scaled-back project that would comply with 27 CCR minimum standards, as set forth 
in the Final Revised Closure and Postclosure Maintenance Plan (Revised Final Plan). Toward 
this end the City of West Covina is responsible for providing: 

1. Access to the subject soils located on the City portion of the property for use as 
final cover, in accordance with the Revised Final Plan; 

2. Full cooperation with the plans of the Board and BKK to utilize their respective 
funds as set forth above, including but not limited to accommodating the 
contractor's work schedule (and any adjustments thereto) to facilitate access to 
the City-owned property to remove and process the subject soils for use as final 
cover. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-151 (Revised) 

Consideration Of The BKK Landfill, Los Angeles County, For The Solid Waste Disposal And 
Codisposal Site Cleanup Program 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 48020 et seq. authorizes the California 
Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) to implement the Solid Waste Disposal and 
Codisposal Site Cleanup Program (Program) to remediate environmental problems caused by 
solid waste and clean up disposal sites to protect public health and safety and the environment 
where the responsible parties cannot be identified or are unable or unwilling to pay for timely 
remediation; and 
 
WHEREAS,  the Board has approved guidelines, policies, and regulations for the Program to 
clean up sites; and 
 
WHEREAS, the BKK Landfill Project satisfies Board guidelines and policies pursuant to the 
Program. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED  that the Board approves the BKK Landfill Project 
for Board-managed remediation of eligible activities up to $1,200,000 under the Program 
conditioned on commitment by the City of West Covina, BKK, and the City’s and BKK’s 
contractor to proceed with the closure project for completion in 2005.  The Board hereby directs 
staff to implement the projects and encumber the funding for cleanup/remediation of the site; 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that BKK as the operator and a co-owner of the permitted 
facility is subject to cost recovery, and that the Board reserves its rights to pursue cost recovery 
against not only BKK, but against all other responsible parties as well; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that notwithstanding the broad scope of remediation activities 
authorized herein, it is the Board’s desire that to the extent possible both BKK Closure Funds as 
well as Board expenditures on remediation measures should be limited to completing closure for 
an interim scaled-back project that would comply with 27 CCR minimum standards, as set forth 
in the Final Revised Closure and Postclosure Maintenance Plan (Revised Final Plan).  Toward 
this end the City of West Covina is responsible for providing: 
 

1. Access to the subject soils located on the City portion of the property for use as 
final cover, in accordance with the Revised Final Plan;  

 
2. Full cooperation with the plans of the Board and BKK to utilize their respective 

funds as set forth above, including but not limited to accommodating the 
contractor’s work schedule (and any adjustments thereto) to facilitate access to 
the City-owned property to remove and process the subject soils for use as final 
cover. 



The Board acknowledges that the City's fulfillment of the above responsibilities constitutes full 
performance by the City of the activities it is required to perform on its portion of the facility 
with respect to closure. Thus should the City fully fulfill its above responsibilities, such 
performance along with consideration of other factors and the City's provision of other valuable 
consideration (including but not limited to the City's substantial contributions to closure of both 
landfills by paying in excess of $2 million of closure insurance premiums on behalf of BKK) is 
deemed a sufficient consideration for settling with the City the potential financial deficiency 
which has given rise to the authorization for Board expenditure set forth herein. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 34 
ITEM 

Consideration Of Augmentation Of The Environmental Services Contracts And Engineering 
Services Contract For Landfill And Disposal Site Remediation (IWM03015A, IWM03015B, 
And IWM-C2001) (FY 2004/05, Solid Waste Disposal Trust Fund) 

I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The Solid Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup Program (Program) currently uses 
two environmental services (i.e., remediation) Contractors and one engineering services 
Contractor to allow the Board to remediate threats to public health and safety or the 
environment at eligible sites in a timely manner. This allows the Board to encumber 
sufficient funds in these Contracts so that the Board can consider and implement cleanup 
projects in a timely manner. Due to the limited funding remaining in the existing Contracts, 
Board staff is proposing to augment the remediation Contracts by an additional $750,000 
each and the engineering services Contract by $250,000, utilizing money previously 
appropriated in the Solid Waste Disposal Site Cleanup Trust Fund (Trust Fund). In addition, 
if the Board also approves the Board-managed cleanup for eligible activities at the BKK 
Landfill (see Agenda Item 7), staff is proposing to augment one of the two remediation 
Contracts by an additional $1,200,000 specifically for the purposes of that project. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
The Board heard a discussion item regarding Contract classifications and competitive 
bidding methods and processes at its meeting on September 19-20, 2000 (Agenda Item 1). 

Remediation Contracts (IWM03015A and IWM03015B) 
The Board approved Contract Concept 27 for fiscal year 2002/2003 for the Solid Waste 
Disposal Site Cleanup Trust Fund (Agenda Item 50) at the September 2002 Board meeting 
and the Scope of Work for these two Contracts (Agenda Item 24) at the October 2002 Board 
meeting. 

The Board at its meeting on December 16, 2003, approved Iry Guinn Construction 
Company, Inc. (IWM03015A), and A.J. Diani Construction Company, Inc. (IWM03015B), 
as Contractors for the Environmental Services Contract For Landfill and Disposal Site 
Remediation for an amount not to exceed $2,500,000 per Contractor with an initial 
allocation of funds of $1,500,000 per Contractor by adoption of Resolution No. 2003-502 
(Revised) (Agenda Item 1). 

At its meeting on June 15, 2004, the Board approved an initial $1,000,000 augmentation of 
Contract IWM03015B, for anticipated cleanup work at the Aggregate Recycling Systems 
(ARS) Illegal Disposal Site by adoption of Resolution No. 2004-186 (Agenda Item 10). 

At its meeting on October 13, 2004, the Board approved a $1,100,000 augmentation of 
Contract IWM03015B for anticipated cleanup work at the ARS Illegal Disposal Site and 
a $1,000,000 augmentation of Contract IWM03015A for additional site cleanups by 
adoption of Resolution No. 2004-208 (Agenda Item 6). 
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And IWM-C2001) (FY 2004/05, Solid Waste Disposal Trust Fund) 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The Solid Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup Program (Program) currently uses 
two environmental services (i.e., remediation) Contractors and one engineering services 
Contractor to allow the Board to remediate threats to public health and safety or the 
environment at eligible sites in a timely manner.  This allows the Board to encumber 
sufficient funds in these Contracts so that the Board can consider and implement cleanup 
projects in a timely manner.  Due to the limited funding remaining in the existing Contracts, 
Board staff is proposing to augment the remediation Contracts by an additional $750,000 
each and the engineering services Contract by $250,000, utilizing money previously 
appropriated in the Solid Waste Disposal Site Cleanup Trust Fund (Trust Fund).  In addition, 
if the Board also approves the Board-managed cleanup for eligible activities at the BKK 
Landfill (see Agenda Item 7), staff is proposing to augment one of the two remediation 
Contracts by an additional $1,200,000 specifically for the purposes of that project. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board heard a discussion item regarding Contract classifications and competitive 
bidding methods and processes at its meeting on September 19-20, 2000 (Agenda Item 1). 
 
Remediation Contracts (IWM03015A and IWM03015B) 
The Board approved Contract Concept 27 for fiscal year 2002/2003 for the Solid Waste 
Disposal Site Cleanup Trust Fund (Agenda Item 50) at the September 2002 Board meeting 
and the Scope of Work for these two Contracts (Agenda Item 24) at the October 2002 Board 
meeting. 

 
The Board at its meeting on December 16, 2003, approved Irv Guinn Construction 
Company, Inc. (IWM03015A), and A.J. Diani Construction Company, Inc. (IWM03015B), 
as Contractors for the Environmental Services Contract For Landfill and Disposal Site 
Remediation for an amount not to exceed $2,500,000 per Contractor with an initial 
allocation of funds of $1,500,000 per Contractor by adoption of Resolution No. 2003-502 
(Revised) (Agenda Item 1). 
 
At its meeting on June 15, 2004, the Board approved an initial $1,000,000 augmentation of 
Contract IWM03015B, for anticipated cleanup work at the Aggregate Recycling Systems 
(ARS) Illegal Disposal Site by adoption of Resolution No. 2004-186 (Agenda Item 10). 
 
At its meeting on October 13, 2004, the Board approved a $1,100,000 augmentation of 
Contract IWM03015B for anticipated cleanup work at the ARS Illegal Disposal Site and 
a $1,000,000 augmentation of Contract IWM03015A for additional site cleanups by 
adoption of Resolution No. 2004-208 (Agenda Item 6). 
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Engineering Services Contract (IWM-C2001) 
The Board also approved Contract Concept 13 for fiscal year 2001/2002 for the Solid Waste 
Disposal Site Cleanup Trust Fund at the October 2001 Board Meeting (Agenda Item 15). 

The Board approved the Scope of Work for the solid waste engineering services Contract 
for landfill and disposal site remediations under the Program at the January 2002 Board 
Meeting (Agenda Item 46) (Resolution 2002-19). 

This Contract was approved by the Board at the September 2002 Board Meeting 
(Agenda Item 36) for a "not to exceed" amount of $2,500,000 with an initial funding 
allocation of $500,000 from previously appropriated funds in the Trust 
of Resolution 2002-424 (Revised). 

Fund by adoption 

The Board approved a $750,000 augmentation of Contract IWM-C2001 at its meeting on 
March 18, 2003, by adoption of Resolution 2003-186 (Agenda Item 27). 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may decide to: 
1. Approve the recommended augmentations and adopt Resolution 2005-152. 
2. Disapprove the recommended augmentation; or 
3. Modify the recommended augmentation and adopt a revised Resolution 2005-152. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends Option 1. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 48020(b) requires the Board to initiate a program 
for cleanup of solid waste disposal and codisposal sites where the responsible party either 
cannot be identified or is unable or unwilling to pay for timely remediation and where the 
cleanup is needed to protect public health and safety or the environment. The Legislature 
annually appropriates funding to implement the Program. The Board is authorized to 
expend funds directly for cleanup [PRC Section 48021(b)]. 

Remediation Contracts (General Project Augmentation) 
Program staff is currently involved with five approved Board-managed projects (ARS 
Illegal Disposal Site, National City Dump, Sonoma Developmental Center Upper 
Disposal Area, Marks Ranch Illegal Disposal Site, and the Calabrese Property Burn 
Dump). Current remediation Contract funding status is as follows: 

IWM03015A, Iry Guinn Construction Company, Inc. 
Initial allocation (December 16, 2003)  $1,500,000 
Augmentation 1 (October 13, 2004) 1,000,000 
Total funds allocated to Contract  $2,500,000 
Amount spent or encumbered for Board-managed projects ($2,320,558) 
Amount available for new projects  $179,442 

IWM03015B, A.J. Diani Construction Company, Inc. 
Initial allocation (December 16, 2003)  $1,500,000 
Augmentations for ARS (June 15, 2004, and October 13, 2004) $2,100,000 
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Engineering Services Contract (IWM-C2001) 
The Board also approved Contract Concept 13 for fiscal year 2001/2002 for the Solid Waste 
Disposal Site Cleanup Trust Fund at the October 2001 Board Meeting (Agenda Item 15). 
 
The Board approved the Scope of Work for the solid waste engineering services Contract 
for landfill and disposal site remediations under the Program at the January 2002 Board 
Meeting (Agenda Item 46) (Resolution 2002-19).   

 
This Contract was approved by the Board at the September 2002 Board Meeting  
(Agenda Item 36) for a “not to exceed” amount of $2,500,000 with an initial funding 
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The Board approved a $750,000 augmentation of Contract IWM-C2001 at its meeting on 
March 18, 2003, by adoption of Resolution 2003-186 (Agenda Item 27). 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may decide to: 
1.  Approve the recommended augmentations and adopt Resolution 2005-152. 
2.  Disapprove the recommended augmentation; or 
3.  Modify the recommended augmentation and adopt a revised Resolution 2005-152. 
 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends Option 1. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 48020(b) requires the Board to initiate a program 
for cleanup of solid waste disposal and codisposal sites where the responsible party either 
cannot be identified or is unable or unwilling to pay for timely remediation and where the 
cleanup is needed to protect public health and safety or the environment.  The Legislature 
annually appropriates funding to implement the Program.  The Board is authorized to 
expend funds directly for cleanup [PRC Section 48021(b)]. 

 
Remediation Contracts (General Project Augmentation) 
Program staff is currently involved with five approved Board-managed projects (ARS 
Illegal Disposal Site, National City Dump, Sonoma Developmental Center Upper 
Disposal Area, Marks Ranch Illegal Disposal Site, and the Calabrese Property Burn 
Dump).  Current remediation Contract funding status is as follows: 
 
IWM03015A, Irv Guinn Construction Company, Inc. 
Initial allocation (December 16, 2003) ....................................................$1,500,000 
Augmentation 1 (October 13, 2004) 1,000,000 
Total funds allocated to Contract.............................................................$2,500,000 
Amount spent or encumbered for Board-managed projects ($2,320,558) 
Amount available for new projects .............................................................$179,442 

 
IWM03015B, A.J. Diani Construction Company, Inc. 
Initial allocation (December 16, 2003) ....................................................$1,500,000 
Augmentations for ARS (June 15, 2004, and October 13, 2004) $2,100,000 



Board Meeting Agenda Item-34 
June 14-15, 2005 

B.  

C.  

Total funds allocated to Contract $3,600,000 
Amount spent or encumbered for Board-managed projects ($3,420,466) 
Amount available for new projects $179,534 

Augmentation to these Contracts is needed to complete existing Board-managed 
projects and to allow the Board flexibility in considering approval of additional 
cleanup projects. Additional new projects have been requested and are being brought 
before the Board this month and at future Board meetings. Staff is proposing to 
augment Contract IWM03015A by $750,000 and Contract IWM03015B by $750,000 
to meet these needs. 

Remediation Contracts (BKK Landfill Remediation Augmentation) 
If the Board also approves the Board-managed cleanup for eligible activities (see 
Agenda Item 7), including storm drain system related remediation items within the 
Class III Area not covered by the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) at 
the BKK Landfill, one of the remediation Contracts will need to be augmented by an 
additional $1,200,000 to allow for that project to be completed. At this time, Program 
staff is proposing that the Board authorize the augmentation and allow Program staff 
to determine which specific remediation Contract should be utilized based on 
Program and Contractor resources available at the time the project will be initiated. 

Engineering Services Contract 
The Program has utilized Consultants to support the Program since its inception in 
1994. The Consultant may assist Program Staff in all phases of the site investigation 
and remediation. During remediations, the Consultant may be required to provide full 
time construction management and/or construction quality assurance services. The 
current Contract (IWM-C2001) with Bryan A. Stirrat & Associates, Inc., is currently 
funded as follows: 

Initial allocation (September 17, 2002) $500,000 
Augmentation (March 18, 2003) $750,000 
Total funds allocated to Contract $1,250,000 
Amount spent or encumbered for Board-managed projects ($1,022,699) 
Amount available for new projects $227,301 

The proposed allocation of additional funds in the amount of $250,000 into this 
Contract would allow for Program activities to continue without delay on previously 
approved projects and provide for Program activities to be initiated at future potential 
sites. 
Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

Program/Long Term Impacts 
These Contract augmentations will allow Program cleanups to continue without delay 
on previously approved projects. The Contract augmentation item will also allow the 
Board flexibility in considering new Program cleanup projects. There are sufficient 
funds in the Trust Fund for this augmentation without significant impact on funding 
for other portions of the Program. 
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Total funds allocated to Contract.............................................................$3,600,000 
Amount spent or encumbered for Board-managed projects ($3,420,466) 
Amount available for new projects .............................................................$179,534 
 
Augmentation to these Contracts is needed to complete existing Board-managed 
projects and to allow the Board flexibility in considering approval of additional 
cleanup projects.  Additional new projects have been requested and are being brought 
before the Board this month and at future Board meetings.  Staff is proposing to 
augment Contract IWM03015A by $750,000 and Contract IWM03015B by $750,000 
to meet these needs. 
 
Remediation Contracts (BKK Landfill Remediation Augmentation) 
If the Board also approves the Board-managed cleanup for eligible activities (see 
Agenda Item 7), including storm drain system related remediation items within the 
Class III Area not covered by the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) at 
the BKK Landfill, one of the remediation Contracts will need to be augmented by an 
additional $1,200,000 to allow for that project to be completed.  At this time, Program 
staff is proposing that the Board authorize the augmentation and allow Program staff 
to determine which specific remediation Contract should be utilized based on 
Program and Contractor resources available at the time the project will be initiated. 
 
Engineering Services Contract 
The Program has utilized Consultants to support the Program since its inception in 
1994.  The Consultant may assist Program Staff in all phases of the site investigation 
and remediation.  During remediations, the Consultant may be required to provide full 
time construction management and/or construction quality assurance services.  The 
current Contract (IWM-C2001) with Bryan A. Stirrat & Associates, Inc., is currently 
funded as follows: 
 
Initial allocation (September 17, 2002) ......................................................$500,000 
Augmentation (March 18, 2003) $750,000 
Total funds allocated to Contract.............................................................$1,250,000 
Amount spent or encumbered for Board-managed projects ($1,022,699) 
Amount available for new projects .............................................................$227,301 
 
The proposed allocation of additional funds in the amount of $250,000 into this 
Contract would allow for Program activities to continue without delay on previously 
approved projects and provide for Program activities to be initiated at future potential 
sites. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
These Contract augmentations will allow Program cleanups to continue without delay 
on previously approved projects.  The Contract augmentation item will also allow the 
Board flexibility in considering new Program cleanup projects. There are sufficient 
funds in the Trust Fund for this augmentation without significant impact on funding 
for other portions of the Program. 
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The Contracts proposed for augmentation in this Agenda Item expire in May 2006. 
Program staff will initiate a separate competitive Contract process for new 
remediation and engineering services Contracts later in the calendar year. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any impacts on stakeholders 
related to this item. 

VI.  

VII.  

VIII.  

IX.  

E.  

F.  

G.  

H.  

1. 

A.  
B.  
C.  

A.  

B.  

Fiscal Impacts 
Assuming the projects proposed in Agenda 
amount available in the Solid Waste Disposal 
and loans is $4,741,388. The $2,950,000 
approximately $1,791,388 for future grants, 
augmentations for Fiscal Year 2004/2005. 
provided at the Committee meeting. 

Item 6 are approved by the Board, the 
Trust Fund for new Contracts, grants, 

augmentation to the Contracts would leave 
loans, new Contracts, and Contract 

Updated fiscal impact information will be 

not aware of any legal issues related to this item. 

not aware of any environmental justice issues 

4, by directing Board resources to manage and 
public health and safety and the environment. 

FUNDING 

Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is 

Environmental Justice 
Based on available information, staff is 
related to this item. 

2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 
mitigate the impacts of solid waste on 

INFORMATION 
1. Fund Source 2. Amount 

Available 
3. Amount to 

Fund Item 
4. Amount 

Remaining 
5. Line Item 

Solid Waste Disposal 
Trust Fund 

$4,741,388 $2,950,000 $1,791,388 C&P 

ATTACHMENTS 

STAFF 

WRITTEN 

Resolution Number 2005-152 

RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
Program Staff: Wes Mindennann Phone: (916) 341-6314 
Legal Staff: Steve Levine Phone: (916) 341-6064 
Administration Staff: Carol Baker/Elsie Brenneman Phone: (916) 341-6105/6178 

SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
Support 
Staff had not received any written support at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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The Contracts proposed for augmentation in this Agenda Item expire in May 2006.  
Program staff will initiate a separate competitive Contract process for new 
remediation and engineering services Contracts later in the calendar year. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any impacts on stakeholders 
related to this item. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
Assuming the projects proposed in Agenda Item 6 are approved by the Board, the 
amount available in the Solid Waste Disposal Trust Fund for new Contracts, grants, 
and loans is $4,741,388.  The $2,950,000 augmentation to the Contracts would leave 
approximately $1,791,388 for future grants, loans, new Contracts, and Contract 
augmentations for Fiscal Year 2004/2005.  Updated fiscal impact information will be 
provided at the Committee meeting. 
 

F. Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this item. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental justice issues 
related to this item. 
 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 4, by directing Board resources to manage and 
mitigate the impacts of solid waste on public health and safety and the environment. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
1. Fund Source 2. Amount 

Available 
3. Amount to 

Fund Item 
4. Amount 

Remaining 
5.  Line Item 

Solid Waste Disposal 
Trust Fund 

$4,741,388 $2,950,000 $1,791,388 C&P 

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1.  Resolution Number 2005-152 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:   Wes Mindermann Phone:  (916) 341-6314 
B. Legal Staff:   Steve Levine Phone:  (916) 341-6064 
C. Administration Staff: Carol Baker/Elsie Brenneman Phone:  (916) 341-6105/6178 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

Staff had not received any written support at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-152 

Consideration Of Augmentation Of The Environmental Services Contracts And Engineering Services 
Contract For Landfill And Disposal Site Remediation (IWM03015A, IWM03105B and IWM-C2001) 
(FY 2004/05, Solid Waste Disposal Trust Fund) 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 48020 et seq. authorizes the California Integrated 
Waste Management Board (Board) to implement the Solid Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site 
Cleanup Program to remediate environmental problems caused by solid waste and to clean up 
disposal sites to protect public health and safety and/or the environment where the responsible parties 
cannot be identified or are unable or unwilling to pay for timely remediation; and 

WHEREAS, the Board previously approved Iry Guinn Construction Company, Inc., and A.J. Diani 
Construction Company, Inc., as Contractors for the Environmental Services Contract For Landfill and 
Disposal Site Remediation (IWM03015A and IWM03015B, respectively) and Bryan A. Stirrat and 
Associates, Inc., for the Engineering Services Contract For Landfill and Disposal Site Remediation 
(IWM-C2001). 

WHEREAS, funds are nearly exhausted in all three of the above-referenced contracts, and the need 
for the services provided under each of the contracts still exists; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board approves the augmentation of Contract 
IWM03015A with Iry Guinn Construction Company, Inc., in the amount of seven hundred fifty 
thousand dollars ($750,000) from the Solid Waste Disposal Site Cleanup Trust Fund; and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board approves the augmentation of 
Contract IWM03015B with A.J. Diani Construction Company, Inc., in the amount of seven hundred 
fifty thousand dollars ($750,000) from the Solid Waste Disposal Site Cleanup Trust Fund; and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board approves the augmentation of 
either Contract IWM03015A with h-v Guinn Construction Company, Inc., or Contract IWM03015B 
with A.J. Diani Construction Company, Inc., in the amount of one million two hundred thousand 
dollars ($1,200,000) from the Solid Waste Disposal Site Cleanup Trust Fund for necessary and 
eligible remediation at the BKK Landfill; and 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-152 

Consideration Of Augmentation Of The Environmental Services Contracts And Engineering Services 
Contract For Landfill And Disposal Site Remediation (IWM03015A, IWM03105B and IWM-C2001) 
(FY 2004/05, Solid Waste Disposal Trust Fund) 
 
 
WHEREAS,  Public Resources Code Section 48020 et seq. authorizes the California Integrated 
Waste Management Board (Board) to implement the Solid Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site 
Cleanup Program to remediate environmental problems caused by solid waste and to clean up 
disposal sites to protect public health and safety and/or the environment where the responsible parties 
cannot be identified or are unable or unwilling to pay for timely remediation; and 
 

 
WHEREAS,  the Board previously approved Irv Guinn Construction Company, Inc., and A.J. Diani 
Construction Company, Inc., as Contractors for the Environmental Services Contract For Landfill and 
Disposal Site Remediation (IWM03015A and IWM03015B, respectively) and Bryan A. Stirrat and 
Associates, Inc., for the Engineering Services Contract For Landfill and Disposal Site Remediation 
(IWM-C2001). 
 
 
WHEREAS, funds are nearly exhausted in all three of the above-referenced contracts, and the need 
for the services provided under each of the contracts still exists; and 
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board approves the augmentation of Contract 
IWM03015A with Irv Guinn Construction Company, Inc., in the amount of seven hundred fifty 
thousand dollars ($750,000) from the Solid Waste Disposal Site Cleanup Trust Fund; and 
 

 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board approves the augmentation of 
Contract IWM03015B with A.J. Diani Construction Company, Inc., in the amount of seven hundred 
fifty thousand dollars ($750,000) from the Solid Waste Disposal Site Cleanup Trust Fund; and 
 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board approves the augmentation of 
either Contract IWM03015A with Irv Guinn Construction Company, Inc., or Contract IWM03015B 
with A.J. Diani Construction Company, Inc., in the amount of one million two hundred thousand 
dollars ($1,200,000) from the Solid Waste Disposal Site Cleanup Trust Fund for necessary and 
eligible remediation at the BKK Landfill; and 
 
 
 
 

(over) 
 
 



NOW THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board approves augmentation of 
Contract IWM-C2001 with Bryan A. Stirrat and Associates, Inc., in the amount of two hundred fifty 
thousand dollars ($250,000) from the Solid Waste Disposal Site Cleanup Trust Fund. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board does hereby certify that 
regularly adopted at a meeting 

the foregoing is a full, true, 
of the California Integrated 

and correct copy of 
Waste Management 

a resolution duly and 
Board held on June 

14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board approves augmentation of 
Contract IWM-C2001 with Bryan A. Stirrat and Associates, Inc., in the amount of two hundred fifty 
thousand dollars ($250,000) from the Solid Waste Disposal Site Cleanup Trust Fund. 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and 
regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on June 
14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 35 (Revised) 

Of The Scoring Criteria And Evaluation Process For The Solid Waste Disposal 
Codisposal Site Cleanup Grant Program (FY 2005/06 And FY 2006/07 Solid Waste 

Trust Fund) 

ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) is required to develop criteria 
for grant eligibility and establish a process that is open and accessible under which grant 
applications may be reviewed, ranked, and awarded. This item is for the Board's 
consideration of the proposed criteria and evaluation process for grants under the Solid 
Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup Program (Program) for fiscal years 2005/2006 
and 2006/2007. One change is proposed to the scoring criteria that was approved and used 
for fiscal year 2004/05. In order to address concerns regarding repeat and overlapping grant 
awards to grantees, to promote new projects, and to provide consistency with other Board 
grant programs staff is proposing to award 5 points under Program Criteria to applicants 
that have not received a grant under the Program during the current and/or previous two 
fiscal years. The Budget criteria score was reduced from 15 points to 10 points to keep the 
total possible grant score at 100 points. The proposed scoring criteria are the same as for 
the fiscal previous year. 

ITEM HISTORY 
With respect to competitive grant programs the Board has taken the following policy actions: 
A. September 25, 1996: Adopted standardized General Review Criteria for competitive 

grant programs and a procedure for presenting the criteria and evaluation process to 
the Board. 

B. December 15, 1998: Approved the standardized General Review Criteria for all 
Board grant programs. 

C. November 13-14, 2001: Approved selected grant scoring criteria, evaluation 
methods, and processes for all competitive grant programs. 

D. June 2002: The Board directed that the criteria "Evidence of a Recycled-Content 
Purchasing Policy or Directive" be valued at fifteen percent of the total points used to 
determine eligibility unless otherwise approved by the Board. 

With respect to grants provided under the Program, the Board has taken the following 
policy and regulatory actions: 
A. February 24, 1994: The Board approved guidelines for the implementation of the 

Program to clean up sites through matching grants to local governments, loans to 
responsible parties and local governments, grants to Local Enforcement Agencies 
(LEA) for the cleanup of illegal disposal sites, and by direct cleanup through Board 
administered contracts with environmental and construction firms (Resolution 94-15, 
Agenda Item 18). 

B. September 23, 1994: The Board approved supplemental policy guidelines. At that 
time, the Board considered guidance that the author of Assembly Bill (AB) 2136, 
Assemblywoman Delaine Eastin, provided in a letter to the Board Chairman dated 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of The Scoring Criteria And Evaluation Process For The Solid Waste Disposal 
And Codisposal Site Cleanup Grant Program (FY 2005/06 And FY 2006/07 Solid Waste 
Disposal Trust Fund) 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) is required to develop criteria 
for grant eligibility and establish a process that is open and accessible under which grant 
applications may be reviewed, ranked, and awarded.  This item is for the Board’s 
consideration of the proposed criteria and evaluation process for grants under the Solid 
Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup Program (Program) for fiscal years 2005/2006 
and 2006/2007.  One change is proposed to the scoring criteria that was approved and used 
for fiscal year 2004/05.  In order to address concerns regarding repeat and overlapping grant 
awards to grantees, to promote new projects, and to provide consistency with other Board 
grant programs staff is proposing to award 5 points under Program Criteria to applicants 
that have not received a grant under the Program during the current and/or previous two 
fiscal years.  The Budget criteria score was reduced from 15 points to 10 points to keep the 
total possible grant score at 100 points.  The proposed scoring criteria are the same as for 
the previous fiscal year.
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
With respect to competitive grant programs the Board has taken the following policy actions: 
A. September 25, 1996:  Adopted standardized General Review Criteria for competitive 

grant programs and a procedure for presenting the criteria and evaluation process to 
the Board. 

B. December 15, 1998:  Approved the standardized General Review Criteria for all 
Board grant programs.  

C. November 13-14, 2001:  Approved selected grant scoring criteria, evaluation 
methods, and processes for all competitive grant programs. 

D. June 2002:  The Board directed that the criteria “Evidence of a Recycled-Content 
Purchasing Policy or Directive” be valued at fifteen percent of the total points used to 
determine eligibility unless otherwise approved by the Board. 

 
With respect to grants provided under the Program, the Board has taken the following 
policy and regulatory actions: 
A. February 24, 1994:  The Board approved guidelines for the implementation of the 

Program to clean up sites through matching grants to local governments, loans to 
responsible parties and local governments, grants to Local Enforcement Agencies 
(LEA) for the cleanup of illegal disposal sites, and by direct cleanup through Board 
administered contracts with environmental and construction firms (Resolution 94-15, 
Agenda Item 18). 

B. September 23, 1994:  The Board approved supplemental policy guidelines.  At that 
time, the Board considered guidance that the author of Assembly Bill (AB) 2136, 
Assemblywoman Delaine Eastin, provided in a letter to the Board Chairman dated 
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February 22, 1994, regarding legislative intent on key Program points. The Board 
approved the following subsequent policies (Resolution 94-14, Agenda Item 7): 
1. Established the following goals for apportionment of annual Solid Waste Disposal 

Site Cleanup Trust Funds: a minimum of 40 percent for cleanup of illegal disposal 
sites through Board contracts and illegal disposal site cleanup grants; a maximum 
of 30 percent for matching grants; and a maximum of 30 percent for loans. Future 
allocation items reapportioned funds based on demand and use. 

2. Established the following limitations on amount of funds to be expended per site 
remediation: $750,000 for matching grants; $1,000,000 for loans; and $500,000 
for illegal disposal site cleanup grants or Board managed cleanup of illegal 
disposal sites. 

C. March 29, 1995: The Board approved supplemental policy guidelines. The previous 
policy which required a local government to own the property for which they were 
requesting a matching grant was changed to allow funding of matching grants to local 
governments who sponsor remediation of sites on privately owned or leased lands 
within their jurisdiction. Funding for matching grants on privately owned or leased 
lands was limited to a maximum of one-third of the 30-percent of trust fund 
apportionment for matching grants (Resolution 95-51, Agenda Item 24). 

D. February 24, 1999: The Board discussed policy regarding site prioritization and cost 
recovery. The Board approved the site prioritization policy and deferred further 
consideration of cost recovery policy (Agenda Item 18). 

E. May 23, 2000: The Board approved proposed regulations [Title 14, California Code 
of Regulations (14 CCR), Division 7, Chapter 10] for the Program (Resolution No. 
2000-173, Agenda Item No. 22). The regulations were approved by the Office of 
Administrative Law (OAL) and became effective on September 11, 2000. 

F. February 22, 2001: The Board discussed all Program policies since its inception in 
1994 for potential changes in direction and guidance. No changes in Program 
policies were directed. 

G. June 17, 2003: The Board approved Program grant scoring criteria and evaluation 
process for fiscal year 2003/2004 (Agenda Item 24). 

H. June 15, 2004: The Board approved Program grant scoring criteria and evaluation 
process for fiscal year 2004/2005 (Agenda Item 8). 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the proposed Scoring Criteria (Attachment 1) and Evaluation Process and 

adopt Resolution 2005-153; or 
2. Approve the proposed Scoring Criteria (Attachment 1) and Evaluation Process and 

adopt Resolution 2005-153 with specific revisions; or 
3. Disapprove the proposed Scoring Criteria (Attachment 1) and Evaluation Process and 

Resolution, and provide staff with input to present this item for consideration by the 
Board at a future meeting. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends Board approval of Option 1. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

AB 2136 (Eastin, Chapter 655, Statutes of 1993) created the Program which the 
Board implements to clean up solid waste disposal sites and solid waste at codisposal 
sites where the responsible party either cannot be identified or is unable or unwilling 
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February 22, 1994, regarding legislative intent on key Program points.  The Board 
approved the following subsequent policies (Resolution 94-14, Agenda Item 7): 
1. Established the following goals for apportionment of annual Solid Waste Disposal 

Site Cleanup Trust Funds: a minimum of 40 percent for cleanup of illegal disposal 
sites through Board contracts and illegal disposal site cleanup grants; a maximum 
of 30 percent for matching grants; and a maximum of 30 percent for loans. Future 
allocation items reapportioned funds based on demand and use. 

2. Established the following limitations on amount of funds to be expended per site 
remediation: $750,000 for matching grants; $1,000,000 for loans; and $500,000 
for illegal disposal site cleanup grants or Board managed cleanup of illegal 
disposal sites. 

C. March 29, 1995:  The Board approved supplemental policy guidelines.  The previous 
policy which required a local government to own the property for which they were 
requesting a matching grant was changed to allow funding of matching grants to local 
governments who sponsor remediation of sites on privately owned or leased lands 
within their jurisdiction.  Funding for matching grants on privately owned or leased 
lands was limited to a maximum of one-third of the 30-percent of trust fund 
apportionment for matching grants (Resolution 95-51, Agenda Item 24).   

D. February 24, 1999:  The Board discussed policy regarding site prioritization and cost 
recovery.  The Board approved the site prioritization policy and deferred further 
consideration of cost recovery policy (Agenda Item 18).  

E. May 23, 2000:  The Board approved proposed regulations [Title 14, California Code 
of Regulations (14 CCR), Division 7, Chapter 10] for the Program (Resolution No. 
2000-173, Agenda Item No. 22).  The regulations were approved by the Office of 
Administrative Law (OAL) and became effective on September 11, 2000. 

F. February 22, 2001:  The Board discussed all Program policies since its inception in 
1994 for potential changes in direction and guidance.  No changes in Program 
policies were directed. 

G. June 17, 2003: The Board approved Program grant scoring criteria and evaluation 
process for fiscal year 2003/2004 (Agenda Item 24). 

H. June 15, 2004: The Board approved Program grant scoring criteria and evaluation 
process for fiscal year 2004/2005 (Agenda Item 8). 

 
III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 

1. Approve the proposed Scoring Criteria (Attachment 1) and Evaluation Process and 
adopt Resolution 2005-153; or 

2. Approve the proposed Scoring Criteria (Attachment 1) and Evaluation Process and 
adopt Resolution 2005-153 with specific revisions; or 

3. Disapprove the proposed Scoring Criteria (Attachment 1) and Evaluation Process and 
Resolution, and provide staff with input to present this item for consideration by the 
Board at a future meeting.  

 
IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends Board approval of Option 1. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

AB 2136 (Eastin, Chapter 655, Statutes of 1993) created the Program which the 
Board implements to clean up solid waste disposal sites and solid waste at codisposal 
sites where the responsible party either cannot be identified or is unable or unwilling 
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to pay for the timely remediation and where the cleanup is needed to protect public 
health and safety or the environment. Statutory authority for the Program is 
contained in Public Resources Code (PRC) Division 30, Part 7, Chapter 2, Article 2.5 
(Section 48020 et seq.). 

In administering the Program the Board was authorized to expend funds from the Solid 
Waste Cleanup Trust Fund directly for cleanup, provide loans to responsible parties who 
demonstrate the ability to repay, and provide matching grants to public entities for site 
cleanups. The Board was also authorized to provide grants to public entities for the 
abatement of illegal disposal sites. 

The Board has previously adopted policy regarding the prioritization of grant 
applications that applies to all competitive grant programs. In addition, the statute 
and regulation governing the implementation of the Program contain specific 
requirements regarding the prioritization of sites. The proposed scoring criteria meet 
the statutory, regulatory, and policy requirements of the Board. 

Grant program outreach activities for fiscal years 2005/2006 and 2006/2007 tentatively 
include a Notice of Funds Available (NOFA), updated grant applications, and an 
updated web site. As always, Program staff will be available to potential applicants to 
discuss and answer questions regarding projects and the grant award process. 

Scoring Criteria 
Section 48021(a) of the PRC states that: 

In prioritizing the sites for cleanup ... the board shall consider the degree 
of risk to public health and safety and the environment posed by 
conditions at a site, the ability of the site owner to clean up the site without 
monetary assistance, the ability of the board to adequately clean up the site 
with available funds, maximizing the use of available funds, and other 
factors as determined by the board. 

The following factors are specified in 14 CCR 18903 and are to be used to prioritize 
eligible sites: 
1. The actual or potential degree of risk to public health and safety and/or the 

environment posed by conditions at the site as determined by a comparison with 
state minimum standards (27 CCR, Chapter 3, Subchapter 4, commencing with 
section 20510 and Subchapter 5, commencing with section 21099); 

2. The ability of the site owner and/or responsible parties to promptly and properly 
remediate the site without monetary assistance; 

3. The ability of the Board to adequately remediate the site with available funds; 
4. The amount of contributions of money and/or in-kind services from local 

governments and responsible parties; 
5. The availability of other appropriate federal or state enforcement and/or cleanup 

programs to remediate the site; and 
6. The ability to obtain site access for the proposed remediation. 

As required by the Board's procedures for presenting the scoring criteria and 
evaluation process, staff assigned point values to each category of the proposed 
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general review (Attachment 1). All applicable statutory, regulatory, and policy 
prioritization requirements are consolidated under the general scoring criteria. 

One change is proposed to the scoring criteria that was approved and used for fiscal 
year 2004/05. In order to address concerns regarding repeat and overlapping grant 
awards to grantees, to promote new projects, and to provide consistency with other 
Board grant programs staff is proposing to award 5 points under Program Criteria to 
applicants that have not received a grant under the Program during the current and/or 
previous two fiscal years. The Budget criteria score was reduced from 15 points to 10 
points to keep the total possible grant score at 100 points. 

Evaluation Process 
Pursuant to 14 CCR 18916 and 18923, grant applications are accepted on a continuous 
basis and are required to be considered by the Board based on available funding within 
120 days of receipt if both complete and eligible. Consistent with other Board grant 
programs, staff are recommending that grant cycle timelines for submittal and 
consideration of grant applications be implemented and posted on the Board's website. 
Cycle timelines will improve staff efficiency and assist applicants for planning purposes 
and to maximize potential project success upon grant award by allowing optimal use of 
the grant term. The tentative cycle timelines for fiscal year 2005/2006 are as follows: 

Cycle number: 1 
Deadline: Postmarked no later than September 22, 2005 
Award date: November 2005 Board meeting 

Cycle number: 2 
Deadline: Postmarked no later than November 17, 2005 
Award date: January 2006 Board Meeting 

Cycle number: 3 
Deadline: Postmarked no later than January 19, 2005 
Award date: March 2006 Board Meeting 

Cycle number: 4 
Deadline: Postmarked no later than March 16, 2005 
Award date: May 2006 Board Meeting 

No applications for fiscal year 2005/2006 will be accepted after the deadline for Cycle 4. 
Cycle timelines for fiscal year 2006/2007 would be developed by staff prior to 
July 1, 2006. 

The Board's Grants Administration Unit (GAU) will perform initial data entry and a 
general completeness review for each application. Per 14 CCR 18917 and 18924, within 
30 days of receipt, grant application packages will be initially reviewed by Solid Waste 
Cleanup Program staff to ensure they are complete and meet the minimum eligibility 
requirements. Applications that are determined to be incomplete may be resubmitted any 
time prior to the deadline of the grant cycle in which they were submitted or may be 
resubmitted during a future grant cycle. Ineligible applications may not be resubmitted. 
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general review (Attachment 1).  All applicable statutory, regulatory, and policy 
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Pursuant to 14 CCR 18918 and 18925, complete applications that meet the minimum 
eligibility requirements shall be prioritized and a decision shall be made by the Board 
within 90 days of the determination that the application is complete. Grant 
applications will be reviewed and scored using the Board-approved scoring criteria by 
a panel that will consist of the following: one Program staff person, a staff person 
from the Administration and Finance Division (AFD), and one other Board staff 
person. The lead Program staff person will meet with panel members to explain the 
scoring criteria and ranking process. Panel members will independently review and 
evaluate each proposal using the criteria shown on Attachment 1. The scores for each 
criterion will be averaged and the average scores will be the application's total score 
for the proposal. All proposals will be ranked according to the total number of points 
received. If any individual application scores vary by plus or minus 5 points from the 
average, the panel members will meet to discuss the variances. If the panelists cannot 
resolve the issue, the Program Manager or Branch Manager of the Solid Waste 
Cleanup Program and Supervisor or Branch Manager of the AFD will review the 
application to resolve the issue. No person on this post-review team will also serve 
on the initial scoring panel that scored the application in question. This item proposes 
a maximum of 100 points possible with a 60-point minimum score required to be 
considered eligible for funding under the Program. 

Qualified proposals for each cycle will be ranked according to score; the highest 
ranked proposal in each category will be recommended to receive funds and be 
removed from the list, the second highest proposal will be recommended, and so 
forth. When eligible grant requests among applicants with tie scores exceed funding 
availability, the tie shall be brought forward to the Board at the time the awards are 
made in an agenda item. The Board shall make the determination on tie scores, as to 
which applicant, if any, shall receive an award or portion of an award, in a manner 
that is both fair and equitable. 

The general Board-approved policy is to award grants to the highest-ranking proposals 
based upon the geographic distribution of the State's population. As specified in PRC 
Section 48020, the fundamental purpose of the Program is to provide grants to support 
the cleanup of solid waste disposal sites where the responsible party either cannot be 
identified or is unable or unwilling to pay for timely remediation, and where cleanup is 
needed to protect public health and safety or the environment. The grants provided 
under this Program are consistent with that purpose and would not be served by a 
geographic distribution of funds requirement. Accordingly, Staff request that this grant 
program continue to be exempted from the Geographic Distribution policy as approved 
by the Board for fiscal year 2003/2004. 

B.  Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C.  Program/Long Term Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any program impacts related to 
this item. 
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Pursuant to 14 CCR 18918 and 18925, complete applications that meet the minimum 
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Cleanup Program and Supervisor or Branch Manager of the AFD will review the 
application to resolve the issue.  No person on this post-review team will also serve 
on the initial scoring panel that scored the application in question.  This item proposes 
a maximum of 100 points possible with a 60-point minimum score required to be 
considered eligible for funding under the Program. 
 
Qualified proposals for each cycle will be ranked according to score; the highest 
ranked proposal in each category will be recommended to receive funds and be 
removed from the list, the second highest proposal will be recommended, and so 
forth.  When eligible grant requests among applicants with tie scores exceed funding 
availability, the tie shall be brought forward to the Board at the time the awards are 
made in an agenda item.  The Board shall make the determination on tie scores, as to 
which applicant, if any, shall receive an award or portion of an award, in a manner 
that is both fair and equitable. 
 
The general Board-approved policy is to award grants to the highest-ranking proposals 
based upon the geographic distribution of the State’s population.  As specified in PRC 
Section 48020, the fundamental purpose of the Program is to provide grants to support 
the cleanup of solid waste disposal sites where the responsible party either cannot be 
identified or is unable or unwilling to pay for timely remediation, and where cleanup is 
needed to protect public health and safety or the environment.  The grants provided 
under this Program are consistent with that purpose and would not be served by a 
geographic distribution of funds requirement.  Accordingly, Staff request that this grant 
program continue to be exempted from the Geographic Distribution policy as approved 
by the Board for fiscal year 2003/2004. 

 
B. Environmental Issues 

Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any program impacts related to 
this item. 
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D. Stakeholder Impacts 
This Grant Program is available to public entities. For purposes of this grant "public 
entities" is defined as local governments (cities, counties, joint power authorities 
consisting of several cities and/or counties, or other local government agencies 
deemed eligible by the Board). As a result of this grant program, the public entities 
that have received these cleanup grants have in conjunction with the Board protected 
public health and safety and/or the environment. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
Permit Compliance 
As directed by the Board, applicants will be required to submit a list of required 
permits and licenses along with the current status with the grant application, grant 
agreement, payment requests and final report. 

G. Environmental Justice 
As directed by the Board, Program grant applications shall include the Board's 
Environmental Justice certification and Program grant agreements shall include the 
Board's Environmental Justice provision. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 4, by directing Board resources to manage and 
mitigate the impacts of solid waste on public health and safety and the environment. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Scoring Criteria 
2.  Resolution Number 2005-153 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Wes Mindermann Phone: (916) 341-6314 
B. Legal Staff: Holly Armstrong/Steve Levine Phone: (916) 341-6060/6064 
C. Administration Staff: Roger Ikemoto Phone: (916) 341-6170 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Staff had not received any written support at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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D. Stakeholder Impacts 
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entities” is defined as local governments (cities, counties, joint power authorities 
consisting of several cities and/or counties, or other local government agencies 
deemed eligible by the Board).  As a result of this grant program, the public entities 
that have received these cleanup grants have in conjunction with the Board protected 
public health and safety and/or the environment. 
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SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL AND CODISPOSAL SITE CLEANUP GRANT PROGRAM 
GRANT SCORING CRITERIA FOR FISCAL YEARS 2005/2006 AND 2006/2007 

Applicants must score 60% (60 points) of 100 points to be considered for funding. 

Points Description 

GENERAL CRITERIA 
40 NEED = Grant proposal clearly and convincingly describes and demonstrates why the project 

should be funded (e.g., benefits, end products, etc.) 

SUBSTANTIATION OF THREAT TO PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY AND/OR THE 
ENVIRONMENT. Include documentation such as: site investigation reports and regulatory 
inspections, investigations, and enforcement orders. (20 points maximum) 

SUBSTANTIATION OF NEED FOR GRANT FUNDS. If the Applicant is the owner or 
responsible party, include Applicant's financial statements, independent audits, statement of facts, 
etc. If the owner or responsible party is unable or unwilling to pay for timely and proper 
remediation, submit evidence of inability or unwillingness. If the site is an abandoned site (i.e., no 
owner or responsible party) submit evidence of abandonment. List the availability of other 
appropriate federal or state enforcement and/or cleanup programs to remediate the site. (20 points 
maximum) 

5 GOALS AND OBJECTIVES = Describe what you wish to accomplish by completing this grant 
project. Measurable target(s) that must be met on the way to attaining your goal. 

List and explain the major goals and objectives of the proposed project. Examples include, but are 
not limited to: improvements to public health and safety and/or the environment; recycling and/or 
reuse of recovered materials; restoration of land to beneficial uses; implementation of methods to 
prevent or minimize reoccurrence of problems corrected by this project; and cost recovery. 

15 WORK PLAN = Specific list of all grant eligible procedures or tasks used to complete your 
project. 

Scope of work includes major work items, field supervision, health and safety requirements, 
testing, bonds, permits, etc. Eligible and ineligible tasks must be itemized separately. 

5 EVALUATION = Measures the outcome of the applicant's project. 

Include as a minimum• proposed personnel qualifications and responsibilities and methods and 
standards for inspecting, testing, and evaluating the work. 
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Applicants must score 60% (60 points) of 100 points to be considered for funding. 
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40 NEED = Grant proposal clearly and convincingly describes and demonstrates why the project 

should be funded (e.g., benefits, end products, etc.) 
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responsible party, include Applicant’s financial statements, independent audits, statement of facts, 
etc.  If the owner or responsible party is unable or unwilling to pay for timely and proper 
remediation, submit evidence of inability or unwillingness.  If the site is an abandoned site (i.e., no 
owner or responsible party) submit evidence of abandonment.  List the availability of other 
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maximum) 
 

5 GOALS AND OBJECTIVES = Describe what you wish to accomplish by completing this grant 
project.  Measurable target(s) that must be met on the way to attaining your goal. 
 
List and explain the major goals and objectives of the proposed project.  Examples include, but are 
not limited to: improvements to public health and safety and/or the environment; recycling and/or 
reuse of recovered materials; restoration of land to beneficial uses; implementation of methods to 
prevent or minimize reoccurrence of problems corrected by this project; and cost recovery. 

 
15 WORK PLAN = Specific list of all grant eligible procedures or tasks used to complete your 

project. 
 
Scope of work includes major work items, field supervision, health and safety requirements, 
testing, bonds, permits, etc.  Eligible and ineligible tasks must be itemized separately. 

 
5 EVALUATION = Measures the outcome of the applicant’s project. 

 
Include as a minimum: proposed personnel qualifications and responsibilities and methods and 
standards for inspecting, testing, and evaluating the work. 
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BUDGET= Cost (dollar figure) associated with activities necessary to complete the project. 

Include total anticipated project costs broken down by eligible and ineligible project costs. List 
sources of funds required to complete the project. Local funds identified must be approved in the 
local government resolution accompanying the application. Show value of Applicant's initiatives 
to achieve project cost savings through volunteer labor/equipment, in-kind services, reduced or 
waived tipping fees, and other savings. 

5 APPLICATION COMPLETENESS, LETTERS OF SUPPORT, EXPERIENCE, ETC. 

Applicant is encouraged to include letters, endorsements, and reports from local constituents and 
regulatory/advisory agencies in support of the project. 

15 EVIDENCE OF A RECYCLED-CONTENT PURCHASING POLICY OR DIRECTIVE 

Provide evidence that a recycle-content purchasing policy is in place or evidence to show that the 
policy will be adopted during the application period requiring the grantee to purchase recycled 
content products, recyclable or reusable products, or engage in other waste reduction activities 
where appropriate and feasible. 

95 SUBTOTAL 

PROGRAM CRITERIA 
5 PRIOR PROGRAM GRANT FUNDING 

Applicant has not been awarded a grant under the Solid Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site 
Cleanup Program during the current and/or previous two fiscal years (i.e., fiscal years 2003/2004, 
2004/2005, and 2005/2006 for grants funded with fiscal year 2005/2006 funds; and fiscal years 
2004/2005, 2005/2006, and 2006/2007 for grants funded with fiscal year 2006/2007 funds). 

100 TOTAL 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-153 

Consideration Of The Scoring Criteria And Evaluation Process For The Solid Waste Disposal 
And Codisposal Site Cleanup Grant Program (FY 2005/06 And FY 2006/07, Solid Waste 
Disposal Trust Fund) 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 48020 et seq. authorize the California Integrated 
Waste Mangement Board (Board) to implement the Solid Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup 
Program (Program) to remediate environmental problems caused by solid waste and clean up disposal 
sites to protect public health and safety and the environment where the responsible parties cannot be 
identified or are unable or unwilling to pay for timely remediation; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has approved guidelines, policies, and regulations for the Program to clean up 
sites and has approved policies for competitive grant programs; and 

WHEREAS, as specified in PRC Section 48020, the fundamental purpose of the Program is to provide 
grants to support the cleanup of solid waste disposal sites where the responsible party either cannot be 
identified or is unable or unwilling to pay for timely remediation, and where cleanup is needed to protect 
public health and safety or the environment, the grants provided under this Program are consistent with 
that purpose and would not be served by a geographic distribution of funds requirement; and 

WHEREAS, as specified in PRC Section 48020, the Board is directed to seek cost recovery for monies 
expended under the Program; cost recovery may be waived by the Board pursuant to Board-approved 
cost recovery policy (Resolution No. 1999-199); and 

WHEREAS, staff has developed an evaluation process and scoring criteria in accordance with statute, 
regulation, and Board policy. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the proposed grant scoring 
criteria and evaluation process for the Fiscal Year 2005/2006 and Fiscal Year 2006/2007 Solid Waste 
Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup Grant Programs. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and 
regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on 
June 14-15, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup Grant Programs. 

 
CERTIFICATION 

 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and 
regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on 
June 14-15, 2005. 
 
Dated: 
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 36 
ITEM 
Update On The Status Of The Education & The Environment Initiative 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The purpose of this item is to present an update on the status of the Education and the 
Environment Initiative since January 1, 2005. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
At its March 2004 Meeting, the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(CIWMB), approved the allocation of savings from the 2003/2004 Integrated Waste 
Management Account and the Scope of Work to fund Consulting and Professional 
Services contracts (Contract Concept Number Three), associated with the Education and 
the Environment Initiative. 

At its June 2004 Meeting, the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(CIWMB), approved a grant to the San Luis Obispo County Office of Education for the 
purpose of providing support, assistance, and expertise on a project that will further the 
current efforts of SB 373 and address new legislation, Assembly Bill (AB) 1548 (Pavley, 
Chapter 665, Statutes of 2003), which directly correlates to SB 373. 

At its December 2005 Meeting, the CIWMB heard the informational item: Update On 
The Status Of The Education and The Environment Initiative (AB 1548). 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board is not required to take action on this item. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
There is no recommendation as this is a discussion item. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

1. Background 
The Governor signed Assembly Bill (AB) 1548 on October 2003. This requires 
Cal/EPA and CIWMB, to work in cooperation with the Resources Agency 
(CRA), California Department of Education (CDE), State Board of Education 
(SBE), and Office of the Secretary for Education (COSE) to: Develop 
environmental principles and concepts (EP&C) for elementary and secondary 
schools; ensure that the EP&C are aligned to the academic content standards 
adopted by the SBE and do not duplicate/conflict with those standards; 
incorporate the EP&C into criteria developed for textbook adoption in Science, 
Mathematics, English/Language Arts, and History/Social Sciences; and 
develop and implement a K-12 unified education strategy with a model 
curriculum for the State's elementary and secondary schools. 
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The model curriculum will provide a comprehensive, standards-based 
instructional program for teaching the environmental principles and concepts to 
California's K-12 students. After it is developed, field-tested and pilot-tested, 
the model curriculum will be submitted to the Curriculum and Supplemental 
Materials Development Commission, an advisory body for the State Board of 
Education. Subsequent to this review, the materials will be revised and 
submitted to the SBE for approval, as required by AB 1548. The law also 
requires that the CDE post and maintain the model curriculum on their website. 

a. Program Development: November 2003-March 2004 
Major task: planning for the EEI began in November 2003. The current 
timetable reflects implementation strategies including development and testing 
of the Model Curriculum, dissemination and evaluation (Attachment 1). In 
March 2004 an Education Partnership was formed to support the design, 
development and funding of the EEI (members are listed under Section IX, A). 

b. Environmental Principles and Concepts and Standards Alignment Maps: 
March-December 2004 
Major task: development and public review of the founding documents for the 
Education and the Environment Initiative (EEI) including: the Environmental 
Principles and Concepts (EP&C); a standards alignment that identified 
connections between the EP&C and California's science and history/social 
science standards; and, an informational brochure regarding the EEI. The EP&C 
and standards alignment maps were subjected to public review after which they 
were revised. These materials were also reviewed by a representative (vice chair 
of the science committee) of the Curriculum and Supplemental Materials 
Commission (Curriculum Commission). After further revision, in December 
2004, the EP&C and standards alignment maps were submitted to the Secretary 
of Cal/EPA and the CIWMB for their review and concurrence. 

c. Development of the Model Curriculum Plan: December 2004-April 2005 
Major task: development of the plan for designing the Model Curriculum. 
This goal was achieved in cooperation with an Interagency Model Curriculum 
Planning Committee which included representatives of: Cal/EPA (Andrea 
Lewis); CIWMB (Bonnie Bruce, Joanne Vorhies); CDE (Sue Stickel, Dr. 
Tom Adams); SBE (Catherine Barkett); Curriculum Commission (Dr. Charles 
Munger, Jr.); OSE (Ray Reinhard); RA (Crawford Tuttle, Chris Potter, Sue 
Sims); Assemblymember Fran Pavley's Office (Susan Little); Heal the Bay 
(bill sponsor Leslie Mintz); principal consultant (Dr. Jerry Lieberman); and 
co-consultant (Jennifer Rigby). 

The responsibilities of the Interagency Committee included: identifying the 
goals and scope of model curriculum (e.g., standard- and grade-level focus); 
guiding decisions regarding the structure of the model curriculum; reviewing 
grade-level sequence of instruction to achieve mastery of standards and 
EP&C; review outlines of alternative instructional designs; and, reviewing the 
completed draft Model Curriculum Plan. 

As part of the process of implementing the EEI, Cal/EPA and the CIWMB 
made extensive efforts to solicit input on the design of the plan for the Model 
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Curriculum. In addition to the guidance from the Interagency Model 
Curriculum Planning Committee, the EEI implementation team gathered 
information from members of the Education Partnership. Further, the team 
conducted two broad-reaching data collection efforts, an "Educator Needs 
Assessment" (ENA) and a series of Educator Focus Group (EFG) meetings in 
cooperation with county offices of education. 

The ENA (Attachment 2) was used to help identify: current patterns of use of 
adopted and supplementary materials in science and history/social science; 
preferred formats for the design and delivery of curriculum materials; criteria 
that influence the use of curriculum materials by educators; and, preferred 
methods of delivery for professional development. ENA surveys were sent to 
a total of 9,657 K-12 educators and administrators across California. 361 
Surveys were returned, which is a response rate of 3.74%. The typical 
respondents were: classroom teacher with 15 years experience; had an average 
class size of 25.5 students; and, represented a fairly even distribution of 
English/language arts, science, mathematics, and history/social science. 

The results of the ENA indicate that educators: prioritize curricular materials 
targeted at 4th — 6th grades; are most strongly interested in the development of 
materials for the teaching of science, followed by history/social science and 
English/language arts; prefer printed rather than web-based curriculum 
materials; require curricular materials that address grade- and discipline-
specific standards; and, need materials that are available to them at no cost. 

Educator Focus Group (EFG) (Attachment 3) meetings were conducted in 
partnership with county offices of education San Bernardino/Riverside, Los 
Angeles, Alameda, Orange, and Sacramento Counties. The EFGs were 
designed to solicit teacher and administrator input regarding: attributes of high 
quality curricula; factors that might increase the use of the Model Curriculum; 
appropriate grade-level coverage for Model Curriculum; and, strategies for 
addressing academic content standards. The participants in the focus groups 
confirmed the results identified through the ENA. 

In addition to collecting information from educators, the EEI implementation 
team worked with members of the California Environmental Education 
Interagency Network (CEEIN) to develop a self-evaluation survey to collect 
information on existing environmental curriculum materials. The self-evaluation 
survey was distributed in February to 2,000 providers of environmental 
curriculum materials in California (including CEEIN), and nationally. 

The purpose of the survey was to solicit input from environmental education 
providers in identifying and evaluating existing environmental instructional 
materials. The evaluation was based on grade-level applicability, alignment to 
mastery of Standards, and EP&C. Approximately 50 organizations and agencies 
submitted the survey forms and sample materials. A list and evaluation of 
existing environmental instructional materials is currently being compiled and 
the materials will be reviewed prior to the writing of the Model Curriculum. 
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The goal and purpose of the Model Curriculum were determined through 
multiple meetings of the Education Partnership and Model Curriculum 
Planning Committee. They are defined as follows: 

Purpose of the Model Curriculum 
The EEI Model Curriculum is intended to provide K-12th grade teachers, 
schools and districts with standards-based curricular materials, approved 
by the State Board of Education that can be used to teach California's 
Environmental Principles and Concepts (EP&C). The Model Curriculum 
will be designed as a scope and sequence for teaching the EP&C through a 
learning continuum from kindergarten through twelfth grade with clearly 
defined learning objectives that are aligned to California's academic 
content standards and targeted at helping students achieve mastery of 
those standards at each grade level. 

Goals of the Model Curriculum 
The EEI Model Curriculum will provide a K-12th grade instructional 
continuum that helps students master California's academic content 
standards and California's Environmental Principles and Concepts. 

The scope and sequence of the model curriculum (e.g., standards by K-12 
grade-level), were defined through multiple meetings of the Education 
Partnership and Model Curriculum Planning Committee. The scope is based 
on the strength of connection between the Standards Alignment Maps 
(academic content standard aligned to the EP&C ), and directly teaching or 
providing a context for teaching the standard at grades K-12, including high 
school earth science, biology, chemistry, and physics. 

Instructional plans that connect teaching the standards and EP&C were 
outlined during this process based on considerations that included: alignment 
to academic content standards, appropriateness to cognitive development 
level, potential for teaching the EP&C, and delivery mechanisms that allow 
seamless incorporation into instructional plans. 

The plan for the Model Curriculum was developed based on the combination 
of all of these elements and, the input of the Interagency Committee, the 
Education Partnership and the various educational stakeholders. This 
information was compiled into a draft Model Curriculum Plan that was then 
presented for review and comments by the Interagency Committee, the 
Education Partnership and CEEIN. 

The final draft of the Model Curriculum Plan (Attachment 4) incorporates the 
input of all of these participants and stakeholders. 

d. Development of the Model Curriculum: July 2005-June 2007 
The development of the Model Curriculum will start with 4th  -6th, then K-3r, 
followed by high school, and finally / 

t— 11_ 
8th  grades. Materials will be 

produced, field tested, and then subjected to school-level pilot testing. The 
Model Curriculum will be revised based on the results of the pilot programs. 
At that point, dissemination and professional development for educators by 
establishing and training teams and recruiting educational leaders will begin. 
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e. Evaluation: September 2007- 2009 
The evaluation phase will begin with the development of a series of evaluation 
instruments that will be used to collect data about the implementation of the 
Model Curriculum and its affects on students and teachers. 

B.  Environmental Issues 
Staff is unaware of any environmental issues related to this contract. 

C.  Program/Long Term Impacts 
Implementation of this program will result in: Support for capacity building by providing 
technical assistance to educators to ensure seamless integration of the model curriculum 
with its environmental education principles with existing curricula; Advancing 
educational reform by improving academic achievement for California students; 
Educating students as well as parents (through their children), about human health-threats 
from environmental pollution; and teaching educators about environmental issues and 
giving them new skills to teach educational principles and concepts with student-relevant, 
real-world examples, projects, including experimental investigation techniques. 

D.  Stakeholder Impacts 
Six million students and 1,059 school districts will be impacted by receiving the K-12 
model curriculum with its incorporated environmental educational principles and concepts. 

E.  Fiscal Impacts 
The California Integrated Waste Management Board is to pay costs associated with 
the printing of the approved model curriculum. Cal/EPA and the CIWMB have 
provided staff to manage the Initiative. 

F.  Legal Issues 
Staff is not aware of specific significant legal impacts arising from this agenda item. 

G.  Environmental Justice 
Staff is not aware of any Environmental Justice issues related to this agenda item. 

H.  2001 Strategic Plan 
The Initiative addressed the following strategic plan goals: 

Goal 3: Educate the public to better understand and participate in resource 
conservation and integrated waste management strategies. 

Objective 2: Strengthen and expand partnerships to better promote environmental 
education and integrated waste management strategies, and to achieve the maximum 
potential from funding that is available. 

Objective 3: Coordinate the integration of education efforts and programs within 
CIWMB and throughout Cal/EPA and its boards, departments, and office. 

Strategy B: Develop unified resources and actively promote K-12 environmental 
education outreach. 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
California Public Resources Code, Section 71305(a)(b)(c), directed the establishment of an 
"Environmental Education Account" within the State Treasury. Cal/EPA may accept and 
receive federal, state, and local funds and contributions of funds from a public or private 
organization or individual specifically designated for use for environmental education 
purposes. Moneys in the account may, upon appropriation by the Legislature, be expended 
by Cal/EPA, in consultation with CIWMB. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Education and the Environment Initiative Program Development Timeline 
2. Educator Needs Assessment 
3. Summary of County Office of Education Focus Group Meetings: February 2005 
4. Model Curriculum Plan (Available closer to meeting) 
5. PowerPoint Presentation 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Nikki Mizwinski Phone: (916) 341-6271 
B. Legal Staff: Marie Carter Phone: (916) 341-6062 
C. Administration Staff: Elsie Brenneman Phone: (916) 341-6178 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 
The Initiative has the following state agency and associate partners (collectively referred to as 
the Education Partnership), who actively support Cal/EPA and CIWMB's efforts at 
implementation. State Agency Partners: State Department of Education, State Board of 
Education, Office of the Secretary for Education, California Assembly Member Pavley, 
California Resources Agency, and California Senator Torlakson. Associate Partners: 
Council for Environmental and Economic Balance, California Environmental Education 
Foundation, California Farm Bureau, California Forest Products Commission, California 
Institute for Biodiversity, California Manufacturers and Technology Association, California 
School Boards Association, California Science Teachers Association, California State 
Association of Counties, California State Parent Teacher Association, California State Parks 
Foundation, California Teachers Association, Coalition for Clean Air, George Lucas 
Educational Foundation, Heal the Bay, Laurie Hanson Lobby and Public Affairs, League of 
California Cities, McGuire Environmental Consultants, National Geographic Society, 
Planning and Conservation League, Scripps Institution of Oceanography, Sierra Club Youth 
Services, Society of the Plastics Industry, TreePeople, UC Berkeley—School of Public Health, 
Universal Studios, USC Sea Grant, Walt Disney Company, Warner Brothers Entertainment, 
Waste Management Inc., Water Education Foundation, and Western States Petroleum 
Association. Letters of Support: The Annenberg Foundation, Aquarium of the Bay (San 
Francisco), Aquarium of the Pacific, Compton Foundation, Humboldt State University Natural 
History Museum, The George Lucas Educational Foundation, Marisla Foundation, National 
Geographic Education Foundation, The Ocean Foundation, The David and Lucile Packard 
Foundation, The Rose Foundation, The San Diego Foundation, Santa Barbara Zoo, S. Mark 
Taper Foundation, The Walt Disney Company, Warner Bros., Western States Petroleum 
Association. 
B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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Educational Foundation, Heal the Bay, Laurie Hanson Lobby and Public Affairs, League of 
California Cities, McGuire Environmental Consultants, National Geographic Society, 
Planning and Conservation League, Scripps Institution of Oceanography, Sierra Club Youth 
Services, Society of the Plastics Industry, TreePeople, UC Berkeley—School of Public Health, 
Universal Studios, USC Sea Grant, Walt Disney Company, Warner Brothers Entertainment, 
Waste Management Inc., Water Education Foundation, and Western States Petroleum 
Association.  Letters of Support: The Annenberg Foundation, Aquarium of the Bay (San 
Francisco), Aquarium of the Pacific, Compton Foundation, Humboldt State University Natural 
History Museum, The George Lucas Educational Foundation, Marisla Foundation, National 
Geographic Education Foundation, The Ocean Foundation, The David and Lucile Packard 
Foundation, The Rose Foundation, The San Diego Foundation, Santa Barbara Zoo, S. Mark 
Taper Foundation, The Walt Disney Company, Warner Bros., Western States Petroleum 
Association. 
B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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d. Developed process of aligning science and history/social science standards to the draft 
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c. Input during the California Science Teachers Association's annual conference in San Jos 
d. Six regional field reviews with K-12 educators (Los Angeles, Orange County, San Diego, Bay 
Area, Sacramento/Central Valley, and Redding) 
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d. Develop instructional materials design alternatives 
e. Development of Scope and sequence 
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Phase 5: Jan. 2007 - July 2009: Dissemination and Professional Development 
a. Establishing dissemination teams 

• Identifying potential dissemination partners (e.g., K-12 Alliance, CREEC 
• Selecting and contracting with dissemination partners 
• Training of dissemination partners 

b. Recruit educational leaders (average 10 per district) 
c. Conduct professional development workshops across the state 
d. Provide technical support to school districts to assist in incorporating Model Curriculun 

Phase 6: Sept. 2007 - July 2009: Evaluation to Collect Evidence Regarding the Efficacy of 
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a. Develop evaluation instruments 
b. Collect evaluation data 
c. Analyze data and report on results on evaluation 
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Andrea Lewis; Bonnie Bruce; Joanne Vorhies; OEE; consultants 

. 

Board Meeting          
June 14-15, 2005          

Agenda Item 36
Attachment 1

PY 
2003/04

CY 
2004/05

1st 
Quarter 

2005

2nd 
Quarter 

2005

3rd 
Quarter 

2005

4th 
Quarter 

2005

1st 
Quarter 

2006

2nd 
Quarter 

2006

3rd 
Quarter 

2006

4th 
Quarter 

2006

1st 
Quarter 

2007

2nd 
Quarter 

2007

3rd 
Quarter 

2007

4th 
Quarter 

2007

1st 
Quarter 

2008

2nd 
Quarter 

2008

3rd 
Quarter 

2008

4th 
Quarter 

2008

1st 
Quarter 

2009

2nd 
Quarter 

2009
Phase 1: Completed: Environmental Principles and Concepts
a. Development of a draft set of Environmental Principles and Concepts working with over 90 
representatives of state and Federal agencies, universities, non-governmental organizations, 
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Phase 4: April 2005 - July 2007: Develop Model Curriculum (Science and History/Social 
Science)
a. Assemble writing teams
c. Writing 
d. Preliminary graphic design
e. Field testing and revisions 
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June 14-15, 2005 The Acorn Group and 

State Education and Environment Roundtable 

Executive Summary 

In January 2005, the California Environmental Protection Agency and the Integrated Waste 
Management Board commissioned The Acorn Group and State Education and Environment 
Roundtable to conduct an educator needs assessment as part of the Education and the 
Environment Initiative (EEI) [Assembly Bill 1548 Pavley, Chapter 665, Statutes of 2003]. 
Among other mandates, the Law calls for development of a Model Curriculum designed to 
achieve standards-based education goals in the State's K-12 classrooms. 

The EEI planning team developed this Educator Needs Assessment (ENA) to gather information 
about teachers' interests, constraints and perceived needs. The ENA was intended to guide the 
design of the Model Curriculum so that it would better meet the needs of classroom teachers. 
As such, the ENA was used to help identify: 

• current patterns of use of adopted and supplementary materials in science and 
history/social science; 

• preferred formats for the design and delivery of curriculum materials; 
• criteria that influence actual use of curriculum materials by educators; and, 
• preferred methods of delivery for professional development. 

Surveys were sent to a total of 9,657 K-12 educators and administrators currently active in 
California public schools. The list of educators who received surveys represented a random 
sample from the California State Teachers' Retirement System database. A total of 361 surveys 
were completed and returned, resulting in a response rate of 3.74 percent. 

The typical respondent was a classroom teacher with 15 years of teaching experience and an 
average class size of 25.5 students. Respondents represented a fairly even distribution of the 
core disciplines of English/language arts, science, mathematics, and history/social science. 

Respondents were asked to identify design characteristics for the Model Curriculum that would 
best meet their needs. The results of the ENA indicated that educators: 

• prioritize curricular materials targeted at grades 4 — 6 (reinforcing recommendations 
based on review of the EEI standards alignment maps); 

• are most strongly interested in the development of materials for the teaching of science, 
followed by history/social science and English/language arts (ENA data do not support 
the development of materials that focus on mathematics); 

• prefer printed rather than web-based curricular materials, (including lesson plans, 
student handouts, and student readings); 

• require curricular materials to address grade- and discipline-specific content standards; 
• need the curricular materials to be made available to them at no cost. 

Respondents were asked to rank seven criteria that might influence the likelihood that the 
Model Curriculum would be used by teachers. The results indicate that teachers are most likely 
to use materials that: 

• require little preparation time; 
• are easy to use; and, 
• emphasize hands-on instruction. 

In general, respondents indicate fairly strong interest in the development of the Model 
Curriculum, providing that specific needs and constraints are addressed. To achieve success 
with the Model Curriculum, the EEI planning team should continue to solicit input from teachers 
and administrators and seek their involvement as the Model Curriculum is developed. 
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Introduction 

In January 2005, the California Environmental Protection Agency and the Integrated Waste 
Management Board commissioned The Acorn Group and State Education and Environment 
Roundtable to conduct an educator needs assessment as part of the work of AB 1548 [Pavley, 
Chapter 665, Statutes of 2003] — the Education and the Environment Initiative (EEI). Using the 
database of the State Teachers' Retirement System, 9,657 surveys were mailed to K-12 
educators and administrators currently active in California public schools. 

Problem Statement and Research Purpose 

The EEI planning committee has made a concerted effort to solicit input from educators and 
administrators during development of the work called for in the legislation. Online discussions, 
field review sessions, focus groups, and this educator needs assessment have provided 
numerous opportunities for members of California's teaching community to comment on the 
draft documents and voice any issues, needs, and concerns. Educators have been asked to 
provide input on all elements of the EEI including: 

• definition of the environmental principles and concepts (EP&C); 
• alignment of the EP&C to California's content standards in science and history/social 

science; and now, 
• development of the design for the Model Curriculum. 

This Educator Needs Assessment (ENA) was designed to provide information related to design 
and potential use of the Model Curriculum, a set of K-12 materials intended to achieve 
standards-based education goals using the EP&C as the context for learning. The purpose of 
the ENA was to help identify: 

• current patterns of use of adopted and supplementary materials in science and 
history/social science; 

• preferred formats for the design and delivery of curriculum materials; 
• criteria that influence actual use of curriculum materials; and, 
• preferred methods of delivery for professional development. 

Methods 

A written survey instrument was developed to gather the necessary information from California 
educators. This instrument was designed as a single-piece mailing consisting of the survey on 
one side, and cover letter and postage-paid reply form on the other (see Appendix A). 

The study population was derived from the State Teachers' Retirement System database. An 
initial random sort of 50,000 names was created from the list of actively contributing members 
in the 2003-2004 database. Once this list was zip code sorted, every fifth name was selected. 
Accounting for 343 erroneous addresses, a net of 9,657 surveys were mailed out in early 
February 2005. 

A total of 361 surveys were completed and returned from the net mailing of 9,657 surveys, a 
response rate of 3.74%. This response rate allows reporting of survey results with at a 
confidence level of 95% with a confidence interval of +/- 5.06% for the entire study population. 

The survey instrument consisted of 26 questions. These questions were subdivided as follows: 
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• current status of teaching, name and location of school, subjects taught, and number of 
students in the classroom — seven questions 

• selection and actual use of adopted and supplementary materials for teaching science 
and history/social science — ten questions 

• preferred format and features offered in curriculum materials, preferred grade-group 
levels and subject areas to address, likelihood of use of a Model Curriculum, and criteria 
that influence one's actual use of material — five questions 

• delivery aspects of professional development to help school district staff integrate the 
Model Curriculum into district plans — four questions 

Results and Findings 

The typical respondent in this study were characterized as follows: 
• classroom teachers (88.1%) 
• other educators, e.g., administrators (11.9%) 
• 15 year average of teaching experience 
• class size of average of 25.5 students 
• discipline coverage was as follows (totals exceed 100% because many teachers cover 

more than one subject area): 
o 62.6% English/language arts 
o 61.8% science 
o 58.7% mathematics 
o 56.0% history/social science 
o 37.7% other 

Respondents provided a wide representation of rural, urban, and suburban regions of the state. 
Not surprisingly, the greatest frequency of response came from respondents in cities 
representing the Bay Area (24), as well as Los Angeles (13), Sacramento (10), and San Diego 
(9). Names and locations of the schools where the respondents work are provided in Appendix 
C. 

Grade level(s) taught are summarized below. Respondents were allowed to select more than 
one grade level, resulting in a percentage total that exceeds 100% and higher representation at 
the secondary level where one teacher often teaches at multiple grade levels. 

Table 1— Grade level(s) taught 

Preschool 1.1% 6th 13.9% 
Kindergarten 10.0% 7th 11.6% 
1st 14.4% 8th 10.8% 
2nd 14.4% 9th 20.5% 
3rd 13.6% 10th 21.3% 
4th 11.6% 11th 21.0% 
5th 15.5% 12th 19.7% 

When asked which state adopted science materials are currently in use, K-8 respondents 
selected Harcourt Science (21.33%), followed by Holt Science and Technology (8.31%) and 
Houghton Mifflin Discovery Works (8.03%). All results for these grade levels are summarized in 
Table 2. Responses given for the high school level are summarized in Appendix D. 
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Table 2 — State adopted science materials in use 

Harcourt Science 21.3% 
Holt Science and Technology 8.3% 
Houghton Mifflin Discovery Works 8.0% 
High school: 7.8% 
McGraw-Hill Science 6.7% 
Prentice Hall Science Explorer 5.5% 
Glencoe Science Voyages 0.8% 

When asked the same question of state adopted history/social science materials currently in 
use, very few elementary and middle school teachers selected any titles, as indicated in Table 
3. At the high school level, over 21% (21.61%) selected Houghton Mifflin Social Studies, 
followed by McGraw-Hill Adventures in Time & Place (10.25%), and Harcourt Brace Social 
Science (9.42%). 

Table 3 — State adopted history/social science materials in use 

Addison-Wesley Longman Why We Remember 0.0% 
Kendall/Hunt Social Science 2000 0.0% 
HRW Exploring America's Past 0.0% 
Kendall/Hunt Ancient World 2000 0.3% 
Glencoe/McGraw-Hill American Journey 0.8% 
Oxford University Press A History of Us 0.8% 
Holt, Rinehart, Winston (HRW) Call to Freedom 1.1% 
Prentice Hall The American Nation 2.2% 
High school: 4.4% 
Harcourt Brace Social Studies 9.4% 
McGraw-Hill Adventures in Time & Place 10.3% 
Houghton Mifflin Social Studies 21.6% 

The average time spent teaching science and history/social science each week using state 
adopted materials was reported as: 

Table 4 — Average time spent teaching science and 
history/social science each week using state adopted 
materials 

Type Science History/Social Science 
K — 3rd 56 minutes 49 minutes 
4th — 5th 85 minutes 82 minutes 
6th — 8th 112 minutes 83 minutes 
9th — 12th 119 minutes 40 minutes 

Over half of the respondents (54.9%) indicated they use supplementary science curriculum 
materials. Sources include GEMS (e.g., Convection Currents), as well as materials collected 
through attendance at workshops and from the library and Internet. Over half of the 
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respondents (57.6%) indicated use of supplementary history/social science curriculum materials 
as well. Sources here include literature, movies, and reference materials for student research 
projects. The average time spent teaching science and history/social science each week using 
supplementary materials was reported as: 

Table 5 — Average time spent teaching science and 
history/social science each week using supplementary 
curriculum materials 

Type Science History/Social Science 
K — 3rd 30 minutes 23 minutes 
4th — 5th 60 minutes 32 minutes 
6th — 8th 44 minutes 41 minutes 
9th — 12th 49 minutes 21 minutes 

Nearly a combined 80% of respondents preferred printed material in the form of a three-ring 
binder or bound book for curriculum materials for teachers. Over 75% preferred the same 
format for student materials. Less than eight percent (7.5%) expressed interest in web-based 
delivery of materials. All results are summarized in Table 6. 

Table 6 — Preferred Format for Curriculum Materials 

Type Teacher Student 
3-ring binder 46.0% 57.9% 
bound book 33.2% 17.7% 
CD-ROM 13.6% 8.3% 
DVD 9.7% 7.8% 
web-based 7.5% 7.2% 
other (specify): 3.3% 7.2% 

Features respondents would like to see curriculum materials offer include student handouts 
(85.0%), lesson plans (80.3%), student readings (71.5%), and resource lists (56.5%). Other 
recommended features identified in the comments section include large visual charts, artifact 
samples, reading time before undertaking activities, and completeness of materials (e.g., all 
necessary supplies, plus suggestions for instruction, management strategies, etc.). 

Based on the explanation that one strategy under consideration for the Model Curriculum is the 
development of a series of alternative teacher's guides that integrate the environmental 
principles and concepts with instruction using state adopted textbooks and other materials, 
respondents indicated a preference for grades 4 — 6, although the differences across all grade-
group levels is slight. 

Table 7 — Preferred Grade-group Level 

K — 3rd 38.8% 
4th — 5th 41.8% 
6th — 8th 37.1% 
9th — 12th 34.9% 
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Based on the same explanation, respondents expressed strong interest in seeing such material 
address science (76.7%), followed by history/social science (46.3%), English/language arts 
(31.9%), and mathematics (19.1%). 

When respondents were asked to rank the likelihood of use of material using a scale from 1— 4, 
results show a preference for teacher's guides that address all content standards in a particular 
grade or discipline, as opposed to only a subset of the content standards. There is also strong 
preference for materials that are available at no cost. 

Table 8 — Likelihood of Use (ranked from 1-4, 4=high 1=low) 

Address all content standards in a particular grade or discipline 3.3 
Only address a subset of the content standards in a particular 2.6 
grade or discipline 
Are made available at no cost 3.5 

Respondents were also asked to rank seven criteria that influence a teacher's actual use of 
curriculum materials using a scale from 1— 7. Responses varied widely; the same numeric 
values were applied more than once; and there may have even been reversed ranking in which 
a score of one was deemed the highest value. The following data must therefore be 
interpreted cautiously. 

Table 9 — Ranking of Criteria (ranked from 1-7, 7=high 1=low) 

Preparation time and ease of use 5.1 
Emphasis on hands-on instruction 4.6 
Standards-based instructional plans 4.5 
Level of comfort teaching the content 4.4 
Availability of professional development 3.6 
Availability of in-service support 3.3 
Approval by school board/administration 3.3 

When asked which incentive would most likely persuade the respondent to pursue EEI-related 
professional development, over 68% selected a stipend, while nearly 14% selected university 
credit. Ten percent selected "other," but did not qualify what this meant. Eight percent 
selected school district credit. 

Over 27% identified the school district as the most effective provider of professional 
development; 25.8% identified the university; over 18.6% selected the county office of 
education. Respondents offered specific comments regarding the quality of professional 
development, including not combining grade-groups in the training and having a trainer who 
focuses on the development of a strong program and actively engages the audience. 

Over 36% of respondents indicated a preference for weekday afternoons for participation in 
professional development; 24.4% indicated the start of summer vacation. Respondents also 
expressed interest in scheduling professional development during school release time, 
professional growth days, and other contracted work time. 
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Conclusions and Recommendations 

The results of this study reinforce the recommendations made by the EEI planning team. 
Respondents indicated a preference for materials targeted at the 4 — 6 level—the grade-group 
level the planning team had identified for the first phase of development of Model Curriculum 
materials. Respondents also indicated strong interest in the development materials for the 
teaching of science, followed by history/social science and English/language arts. Also, 
reinforcing what the planning team had already deduced, the data do not support the 
development of EEI curriculum materials that focus on mathematics. 

Results at the K — 8 level indicate that one science textbook was three times more likely to be 
used than all others. At the same time, it appears virtually no history/social science textbook is 
currently in use among respondents at these grade levels. At the high school level, three 
history/social science textbooks are currently in use among respondents, with one at least two 
times more likely to be used than the others. The planning team will need to take this 
information, as well as the science instructional materials adoption process, into account when 
developing the Model Curriculum materials in conjunction with textbook use. 

Despite the presence of the Internet, respondents were not enthusiastic about web-based 
delivery of materials, with less than eight percent expressing interest. This finding is consistent 
with that noted in the 2002 study that The Acorn Group conducted for the Integrated Waste 
Management Board in which only six percent expressed interest. Like respondents in the 
former study, educators report that they are most comfortable receiving printed material in the 
form of a binder or bound book in which student handouts, lesson plans, and student readings 
are included. This finding has bearing on the design and financing of the Model Curriculum 
materials and delivery of professional development and support. 

Not surprisingly, respondents are also expressed strong interest in materials that are available 
at no cost. 

Respondents also indicated that they would prefer materials that address all, rather than only a 
subset of, the content standards in a particular grade or discipline. 

When asked to rank seven criteria that influence actual use of curriculum materials, the highest-
ranking criterion was preparation time and ease of use, while the lowest ranking criterion was 
approval by school board or administration. However, these data must be treated cautiously. 
One respondent noted on the survey form that "approval by the school board" was mandatory, 
and therefore, not a point of discussion. Further, the respondents may not have followed 
instructions on the survey form, leading to false ranking. The planning team should consider all 
seven criteria equally in the development of materials. 

Stipends appear to be more of an incentive than credit for the pursuit of EEI-related 
professional development. Weekday afternoons, followed by the start of summer vacation, are 
preferred times to participate in professional development. Results are fairly evenly distributed 
among providers of professional development considered most effective, leaving the EEI 
planning team with some flexibility. However, it is interesting to note the number and nature of 
comments associated with this question, all summarized in Appendix D. 

Compelling information also came from 19 hand-written comments that respondents 
volunteered on the survey forms. Several individuals voiced strong support for the EEI; others 
expressed frustration with what they incorrectly assumed to be another layer of information 
they are expected to teach despite their already crowded schedule. A marketing and outreach 
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program to disseminate accurate information about the EEI and the Model Curriculum as widely 
and quickly as possible is needed. Classroom teachers and administrators need to understand 
the intent and benefits of the Model Curriculum without drawing incorrect conclusions. This 
effort, coupled with continued solicitation of input from classroom teachers and administrators, 
will help ensure success as the Model Curriculum is developed and implemented. 

Note: It has been the EEI planning team's experience that it takes considerable time to fully 
explain to an audience the intent of the legislation, the strategies for implementation, and the 
potential benefits realized from the EEI approach to teaching the content standards. Despite 
the planning team's efforts to broadcast the legislation and solicit input among educators 
throughout the State, one cannot assume that these respondents know anything about the 
legislation other than the limited information provided in the survey instrument. Their 
responses, therefore, must be interpreted in this light. 
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Appendix A 
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1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

Sc:  ••• . Ag eeti ng 11. If yes, list titles: 20. If such teacher's guides are developed, which 
grade-level groups would you like them to 
address? (mark no more than two) 
[ ]K - 3 [ ] 4 - 5 
[ 1 6 - 8 [ 1 9 - 12 

21. If such teacher's guides are developed, which 
subject areas would you like them to address? 
(mark no more than two) 
[ ] science [ ] English/language arts 
[ ] mathematics [ ] history/social science 

22. Using a scale from 1 - 4 [1=low — 4=high] 
indicate the likelihood of your using these 
teacher's guides if they: (circle one answer 
for each question) 
a. Address all content standards in a particular 

grade or discipline? 
1 2 3 4 

b. Only address a subset of the content 
standards in a particular grade or 
discipline? 

1 2 3 4 

c. Are made available at no cost? 
1 2 3 4 

23. Many criteria influence a teacher's actual use 
of curriculum materials. Rank the following 
seven criteria in order of importance to you 

— 7=high]: 
[ ] preparation time and ease of use 
[ ] level of comfort teaching the content 
[ ] emphasis on hands-on instruction 
[ ] standards-based instructional plans 
[ ] availability of professional development 
[ ] availability of in-service support 
[ ] approval by school board/administration 

An integral part of the EEI is preparation and 
support for curriculum specialists and classroom 
teachers to assist them in integrating the Model 
Curriculum into their district curriculum plans. 

24. With this is mind, which incentive is most likely 
to persuade you to pursue EEI-related 
professional development? (select one) 

[ la stipend Agenda Item 36 
[ ] school district credit Attachment 2 
[ ] university credit 
[ ] other (specify): 

une -15, 2005 
Location (city): 

What is your current position? 
[ ] classroom teacher [ ]department chair 
[ ]administrator [ ]other (specify): 

12. Do you currently use any supplemental 
history/social science instructional materials? 
[ ] Yes [ ] No 

13. If yes, list titles: 

25. What type of institution do you consider the 
most effective provider of professional 
development? (select one) 
[ ] school district 
[ ] university 
[ ] county office of education 
[ ] non-profit or other organization 
[ ]other (specify): 

If a teacher, state grade level(s) 

If a teacher, what subject(s) do you teach? 
[ ]science [ ]mathematics 
[ ]English / language arts 
[ ] history / social science 
[ I other (specify): 

14. How many minutes each week do you spend 
teaching science with state adopted 
materials? minutes 

15. How many minutes each week do you spend 
teaching history/social science with state 
adopted materials? minutes 

How many years have you taught? 
26. When do you prefer to participate in 

professional development? (select one) 
[ ] weekday afternoons 
[ ]weekends 
[ ] start of summer vacation 
[ ] end of summer vacation 
[ ] off-track breaks in year-round schedules 

Please provide the following information so we can 
enter your name in the gift drawing. 
Name: 

On average, how many students are in your 
classroom each period? students 16. How many minutes each week do you spend 

teaching science with supplementary 
materials? minutes 

Which, if any, of the following state adopted 
science materials do you currently use? 
[ ] Glencoe Science Voyages 
[ ]Harcourt Science 
[ ] Holt Science and Technology 
[ ] Houghton Mifflin Discovery Works 
[ ] McGraw-Hill Science 
[ ] Prentice Hall Science Explorer 
[ ] High school (name text[s] you use): 

17. How many minutes each week do you spend 
teaching history/social science with 
supplementary materials? minutes 

18. Which one format do you prefer for curriculum 
materials? (mark one box T [teacher 
materials] and one box S [student 
materials]) 
[ ] [ ] CD-ROM [ ] [ ] bound book 
[ ] [ ] DVD [ ] [ ]three-ring binder 
[ ] [ ] web-based [ ] [ ]other (specify): history/social science materials do you use? [1=low 

Address: 

Which, if any, of the following state adopted 

[ ] Addison-Wesley Longman lrlrhyWe Remember 
[ ] Kendall/Hunt Ancient World 2000 
[ ] Kendall/Hunt Social Science 2000 
[ ] Glencoe/McGraw-Hill American Journey 
[ ] Harcourt Brace Social Studies 
[ ] Holt, Rinehart, Winston (HRW) Ca toReedom 
[ ] HRW Exploring America's Past 
[ ] Houghton Mifflin Social Studies 
[ ] McGraw-Hill Adventures in Time & Place 
[ ] Oxford University Press A History of Us 
[ ] Prentice Hall The American Nation 
[ ] High school (name text[s] you use): 

City , CA 

ZIP Code 

Email: 
19. Which features do you like to see curriculum 

materials offer? (check all that apply) 
[ ] lesson plans [ ] student readings 
[ ] student handouts [ ] resource lists 
[ ] other (specify): 

Phone: ( ) 

The Environment and Education Initiative (EEI) 
calls for development of a Model Curriculum for K- 
12. One strategy is a series of alternative teacher's 
guides that integrate the environmental principles 
and concepts with instruction using state adopted 
textbooks and other materials. 

Do you currently use any supplemental 
science instructional materials? 
[ I Yes [ I No 

1. School name: _________________________ 
2. Location (city): _______________________ 

3. What is your current position? 
[  ] classroom teacher [  ] department chair 
[  ] administrator [  ] other (specify): 
____________________________________ 

4. If a teacher, state grade level(s) _________ 

5. If a teacher, what subject(s) do you teach? 
[  ] science [  ] mathematics 
[  ] English / language arts 
[  ] history / social science 
[  ] other (specify): _____________________ 

6. How many years have you taught? ________ 

7. On average, how many students are in your 
classroom each period?  ______ students 

8. Which, if any, of the following state adopted 
science materials do you currently use? 
[  ] Glencoe Science Voyages 
[  ] Harcourt Science 
[  ] Holt Science and Technology 
[  ] Houghton Mifflin Discovery Works 
[  ] McGraw-Hill Science  
[  ] Prentice Hall Science Explorer 
[  ] High school (name text[s] you use): 
_____________________________________ 

9. Which, if any, of the following state adopted 
history/social science materials do you use? 
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[  ] Kendall/Hunt Ancient World 2000 
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[  ] Harcourt Brace Social Studies 
[  ] Holt, Rinehart, Winston (HRW) Call to Freedom 
[  ] HRW Exploring America’s Past 
[  ] Houghton Mifflin Social Studies 
[  ] McGraw-Hill Adventures in Time & Place 
[  ] Oxford University Press A History of Us 
[  ] Prentice Hall The American Nation 
[  ] High school (name text[s] you use): 
_____________________________________ 

10. Do you currently use any supplemental 
science instructional materials? 
[  ] Yes [  ] No 

11. If yes, list titles: ______________________ 
____________________________________ 
____________________________________ 

12. Do you currently use any supplemental 
history/social science instructional materials? 
[  ] Yes [  ] No 

13. If yes, list titles: ______________________ 
____________________________________ 
____________________________________ 

14. How many minutes each week do you spend 
teaching science with state adopted 
materials?                             ______ minutes 

15. How many minutes each week do you spend 
teaching history/social science with state 
adopted materials?              ______ minutes 

16. How many minutes each week do you spend 
teaching science with supplementary 
materials?                             ______ minutes 

17. How many minutes each week do you spend 
teaching history/social science with 
supplementary materials?  ______ minutes 

18. Which one format do you prefer for curriculum 
materials? (mark one box T [teacher 
materials] and one box S [student 
materials]) 
[  ] [  ] CD-ROM [  ] [  ] bound book 
[  ] [  ] DVD [  ] [  ] three-ring binder 
[  ] [  ] web-based [  ] [  ] other (specify): 
____________________________________ 

19. Which features do you like to see curriculum 
materials offer? (check all that apply) 
[  ] lesson plans [  ] student readings 
[  ] student handouts [  ] resource lists 
[  ] other (specify): ____________________ 
____________________________________ 
____________________________________ 
____________________________________ 

The Environment and Education Initiative (EEI) 
calls for development of a Model Curriculum for K-
12. One strategy is a series of alternative teacher’s 
guides that integrate the environmental principles 
and concepts with instruction using state adopted 
textbooks and other materials. 
 

20. If such teacher’s guides are developed, which 
grade-level groups would you like them to 
address? (mark no more than two) 
[  ] K - 3   [  ] 4 - 5 
[  ] 6 - 8   [  ] 9 - 12 

21. If such teacher’s guides are developed, which 
subject areas would you like them to address? 
(mark no more than two) 
[  ] science [  ] English/language arts 
[  ] mathematics [  ] history/social science 

22. Using a scale from 1 - 4 [1=low – 4=high] 
indicate the likelihood of your using these 
teacher’s guides  if they: (circle one answer 
for each question) 
a. Address all content standards in a particular 

grade or discipline? 
  1 2 3 4 
 

b. Only address a subset of the content 
standards in a particular grade or 
discipline? 

  1 2 3 4 
 

c. Are made available at no cost? 
  1 2 3 4 

23. Many criteria influence a teacher’s actual use 
of curriculum materials. Rank the following 
seven criteria in order of importance to you 
[1=low – 7=high]: 
[  ] preparation time and ease of use 
[  ] level of comfort teaching the content 
[  ] emphasis on hands-on instruction 
[  ] standards-based instructional plans 
[  ] availability of professional development 
[  ] availability of in-service support 
[  ] approval by school board/administration 

 
An integral part of the EEI is preparation and 
support for curriculum specialists and classroom 
teachers to assist them in integrating the Model 
Curriculum into their district curriculum plans.  
 
24. With this is mind, which incentive is most likely 

to persuade you to pursue EEI-related 
professional development? (select one) 

[  ] a stipend 
[  ] school district credit 
[  ] university credit 
[  ] other (specify): ____________________ 
____________________________________ 

25. What type of institution do you consider the 
most effective provider of professional 
development?  (select one) 
[  ] school district 
[  ] university 
[  ] county office of education 
[  ] non-profit or other organization 
[  ] other (specify): ____________________ 
____________________________________ 

26. When do you prefer to participate in 
professional development? (select one) 
[  ] weekday afternoons 
[  ] weekends 
[  ] start of summer vacation 
[  ] end of summer vacation 
[  ] off-track breaks in year-round schedules 

Please provide the following information so we can 
enter your name in the gift drawing. 
Name: ______________________________ 

Address: ______________________________ 

 ______________________________ 

City ___________________________, CA 

ZIP Code _________________ 

Email: ______________________________ 

Phone: (______) ______________________ 
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Appendix B 
Data Tabulation 

NOTE: Some answers total more than 100% due to the respondent failure to comply with 
instructions. 

Q3. What is your current position? 
[88.1%] classroom teacher [13.6%] other 
[4.7%] department chair [2.8%] administrator 

Q4. If a teacher, what grade level(s)? 
Preschool 1.1% 4th 11.6% 9th 20.5% 

Kindergarten 10.00/0 5th 15.5% 10th 21.3% 
1st 14.4% 6th 13.9% 11th 21.0% 
2nd 14.4% 7th 11.6% 12th 19.7% 
3rd 13.6% 8th 10.8% Other 1.7% 

Q5. If a teacher, what subject(s) do you teach? 
[62.6%] English/language arts [61.8%] science 
[58.7%] mathematics [56.0%] history/social science 
[37.7%] other 

Q6. How many years have you taught? 
[14.9] Years 

Q7. On average, how many students are in your classroom each period? 
[25.5] Students 

Q8. Which, if any, of the following state adopted science materials do you currently use? 
[21.3%] Harcourt Science [8.3%] Holt Science and Technology 
[8.0%] Houghton Mifflin Discovery Works [7.8%] High school 
[6.7%] McGraw-Hill Science [5.5%] Prentice Hall Science Explorer 
[0.8%] Glencoe Science Voyages 

Q9. Which, if any, of the following state adopted history/social science materials do you use? 
[0.0%] Addison-Wesley Longman Why We Remember 
[0.0%] Kendall/Hunt Social Science 2000 
[0.0%] HRW Exploring America's Past 
[0.3%] Kendall/Hunt Ancient World 2000 
[0.8%] Glencoe/McGraw-Hill American Journey 
[0.8%] Oxford University Press A History of Us 
[1.1%] Holt, Rinehart, Winston (HRW) Call to Freedom 
[2.2%] Prentice Hall The American Nation 
[4.4%] High school 
[9.4%] Harcourt Brace Social Studies 
[10.3%] McGraw-Hill Adventures in Time & Place 
[21.6%] Houghton Mifflin Social Studies 

Q10. Do you currently use any supplemental science instructional materials? 
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NOTE: Some answers total more than 100% due to the respondent failure to comply with 
instructions. 
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[54.9%] Yes [45.1%] No 

Q12. Do you currently use any supplemental history/social science instructional materials? 
[57.6%] No [42.4%] Yes 

Q14. How many minutes each week do you spend teaching science with state adopted 
materials? 

[118.3] Minutes 

Q15. How many minutes each week do you spend teaching history/social science with state 
adopted materials? 

[78.7] Minutes 

Q16. How many minutes each week do you spend teaching science with supplementary 
materials? 

[61.7] Minutes 

Q17. How many minutes each week do you spend teaching history/social science with 
supplementary materials? 

[48.3] Minutes 

Q18. Which format do you prefer for curriculum materials? 
Type Teacher Student 
3-ring binder 46.0% 57.9% 
bound book 33.2% 17.7% 
CD-ROM 13.6% 8.3% 
DVD 9.7% 7.8% 
web-based 7.5% 7.2% 
other (specify): 3.3% 7.2% 

Q19. Which features do you like to see curriculum materials offer? 
[85.0%] student handouts [80.3%] lesson plans [71.5%] student readings 
[56.5%] resource lists [35.2%] other 

Q20. If such teacher's guides are developed, which grade-level groups would you like them 
address? 

[38.8%] K — 3 [41.8%] 4 — 5 
[37.1%] 6 — 8 [34.9%] 9 - 12 

to 

Q21. If such teacher's guides are developed, which subject areas would you like them to 
address? 

[76.7%] science [46.3%] history/social science 
[31.9%] English/language arts [19.1%] mathematics 

Q22. Using a scale from 1 - 4 [1=low - 4=high] indicate the likelihood of your using these 
teacher's guides if they: 

a. Address all content standards in a particular grade or discipline? 
[3.3] 

b. Only address a subset of the content standards in a particular grade or discipline? 
[2.6] 

c. Are made available at no cost? 
[3.5] 
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Q23. There are many criteria that influence a teacher's use of curriculum materials. Using a 
scale from 1 - 7 [1=low - 7=high] rate each of the following in terms of influence: 

[5.1] Preparation time and ease of use 
[4.6] Emphasis on hands-on instruction 
[4.5] Standards-based instructional plans 
[4.4] Level of comfort teaching the content 
[3.6] Availability of professional development 
[3.3] Availability of in-service support 
[3.3] Approval by school board/administration 

Q24. With this is mind, which incentive is most likely to persuade you to pursue EEI-related 
professional development? 

[68.4%] A stipend [13.9%] University credit 
[10.8%] Other [8.0%] School district credit 

Q25. What type of institution do you consider the most effective provider of professional 
development? 

[27.7%] School district [25.8%] University 
[18.6%] County office of education [16.9%] Non-profit or other organization 
[13.3%] Other 

Q26. When do you prefer to participate in professional development? 
[36.6%] weekday afternoons [24.4%] start of summer vacation 
[16.9%] end of summer vacation [15.0%] weekends 
[8.0%] off-track breaks in year-round schedules 

Average time spent teaching science and history/social 
science each week using state adopted materials 

Type Science History/Social Science 
K — 3rd 56 minutes 49 minutes 
4th — 5th 85 minutes 82 minutes 
6th — 8th 112 minutes 83 minutes 
9th — 12th 119 minutes 40 minutes 

Average time spent teaching science and history/social 
science each week using supplementary materials 

Type Science History/Social Science 
K — 3rd 30 minutes 23 minutes 
4th — 5th 60 minutes 32 minutes 
6th — 8th 44 minutes 41 minutes 
9th — 12th 49 minutes 21 minutes 
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ALBANY MIDDLE SCHOOL ALBANY 
CORNELL ALBANY 
MARK KEPPEL HS ALHAMBRA 
DON JUAN AVILA ELEM ALISO VIEJO 
JONAS SALK ELEM ANAHEIM 
JONAS SALK ELEM ANAHEIM 
RIVERDALE ELEM ANAHEIM 
SAVANNA HS ANAHEIM 
KIMBALL ANTIOCH 
APTOS HS APTOS 
APTOS JR HIGH APTOS 
PAULDING MIDDLE SCHOOL ARROYO GRANDE 
SELBY LANE ATHERTON 
SHAFFER ATWATER 
PINE RIDGE AUBERRY 
FREEDOM MIDDLE BAKERSFIELD 
GENERAL SHAFTER BAKERSFIELD 
THORNER BAKERSFIELD 
BALDWIN PARK ADULT BALDWIN PARK 
BALDWIN PARK ADULT SCHOOL BALDWIN PARK 
CAMERON BARSTOW 
RIO VISTA ELEMENTARY BAY POINT 
PALM ELEM BEAUMONT 
CORONA AVENUE SCHOOL BELL 
BELL GARDEN INTER BELL GARDENS 
CARLMONT HS BELMONT 
BERKELEY HIGH BERKELEY 
WASHINGTON ELEM BERKELEY 
BEVERLY VISTA BEVERLY HILLS 
BONSALL ELEM BONSALL 
RANCHERIA HS BOONVILLE 
BROWLEY HS BROWLEY 
EXCELSIOR MS BYRON 
CALISTOGA ELEMENTARY CALISTOGA 
COAST UNION HIGH SCHOOL CAMBRIA 
EL CAMINO CREEK CARLSBAD 
CANALINO CARPINTERIA 
CASTAIC MIDDLE SCHOOL CASTAIC 
ABC ADULT CERRITOS 
GERMAIN ST ELEM CHATSWORTH 
WALNUT CHINO 
COUNTRY SPRINGS ELEMENTARY CHINO HILLS 
ARLINGTON HEIGHTS CITRUS HEIGHTS 
OAK HILL MIDDLE CLEARLAKE 
MCKINLEY ELEMENTARY COLTON 
DAVIS MS COMPTON 
KELLY ELEMENTARY COMPTON 
CORONA FUNDAMENTAL INTERMEDIATE CORONA 
LINCOLN CORONA 
SANTIAGO HIGH SCHOOL CORONA 
REA ELEM COSTA MESA 
JOHN SWETT HIGH CROCKETT 
PARK AVE. CUDAHY 
KENNEDY MIDDLE CUPERTINO 
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O.W. HOLMES JR. HIGH SCH. DAVIS 
PIONEER DAVIS 
TORREY PINES HS DEL MAR 
FREMONT DELANO 
HARMONY DELHI 
ANDERSON ELEMENTARY DIXON 
NORTHVIEW DUARTE 
MAGNOLIA EL CAJON 
MERIDIAN EL CAJON 
GRADE 2 EL CERRITO 
EL SOBRANTE EL SOBRANTE 
DIEGUENS ENCINTAS 
RHOADES SCHOOL ENCINITAS 
FARR ESCONDIDO 
ROSE ELEM ESCONDIDO 
EUREKA HS EUREKA 
EUREKA HS EUREKA 
FRESHWATER EUREKA 
VANDON HS FAIRFIELD 
FOLSOM HIGH FOLSOM 
FOLSOM LAKE HS FOLSOM 
GRANT ELEMENTARY FONTANA 
FREMONT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT FREMONT 
VALLEJO MILL FREMONT 
MIGUEL HIDALGO ELEMENTARY FRESNO 
GALT HIGH SCHOOL GALT 
MOUNT MADANNA HIGH GILROY 
BENJAMIN FRANKLIN GLENDALE 
JOHN MARSHALL ELEMENTARY GLENDALE 
JOHN MUIR ELEMENTARY GLENDALE 
EL CAMINO GOLETA 
KENNEDY HIGH GRANADA HILLS 
PORTER MS GRANADA HILLS 
VAN GOGH ELEM GRANADA HILLS 
GRIDLEY HIGH SCHOOL GRIDLEY 
WILSON HIGH HACIENDA HEIGHTS 
NEWTON MIDDLE HACIENDA HTS 
LEE RICHMOND HANFORD 
HAYWARD 55+ HAYWARD 
RUUS PEIXOTO HAYWARD 
ELDRIDGE HAYWOOD 
HERMOSA VALLEY HERMOSA BEACH 
HAWES ELEM HUNTINGTON BEACH 
JOHN R. PETERSON HUNTINGTON BEACH 
MARINA HIGH HUNTINGTON BEACH 
MARINA HIGH HUNTINGTON BEACH 
HUNTINGTON PARK HS HUNTINGTON PARK 
WEST VIEW IMPERIAL BEACH 
LAKESIDE MS IRVINE 
RANCHO MS IRVINE 
281" STREET SCHOOL LA 
LA CANADA ELEM LA CANADA 
LINCOLN LA CRESCENTA 
LAS POSITAS ELEM LA HABRA 
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LA MIRADA HIGH LA MIRADA 
VILLACORTA ELEMENTARY LA PUENTE 
NIGUEL HILLS MIDDLE LAGUNA NIGUEL 
BIMINGHAM HS LAKE BALBOA 
CANYON LAKE MIDDLE SCHOOL LAKE ELSINORE 
TERRA COTTA MIDDLE SCHOOL LAKE ELSINORE 
HUGHES-LAKE ELIZABETH LAKE HUGHES 
KERN VALLEY HS LAKE ISABELLA 
HOLMES LAKEWOOD 
LAKEWOOD HIGH LAKEWOOD 
MAYFAIR HS LAKEWOOD 
NORTHMONT GLEN LA MESA 
ALICANTE AVE. LAMONT 
AMARGOSA CREEK MIDDLE SCHOOL LANCASTER 
LINCOLN ELEM LANCASTER 
PIUTE MS LANCASTER 
TESOVO HIGH SCHOOL LAS FLORES 
LAYTONVILLE HS LAYTONVILLE 
LEMOORE HIGH SCHOOL LEMOORE 
MOFFETT LENNOX 
CEDAR LANE LINDA 
LITTLEROCK HS LITTLEROCK 
LIVINGSTON MS LIVINGSTON 
CABRILLO LOMPOC 
MIGUELITO ELEM LOMPOC 
VANDENBERG HS LOMPOC VAE B 
LOINYO ELEM LONE PINE 
CESAR CHAVEZ ELEMENTARY LONG BEACH 
HUGHES MS LONG BEACH 
PATRICK HENRY LONG BEACH 
SPECIAL ED LONG BEACH 
STEPHENS LONG BEACH 
LOS ALTOS HS LOS ALTOS 
BALDWIN HILLS ELEM LOS ANGELES 
BROOKLYN LOS ANGELES 
CLIFFORD ST LOS ANGELES 
D.W.GRIFFITH MIDDLE SCHOOL LOS ANGELES 
EAGLE ROCK ELEM LOS ANGELES 
HOLLENBECK MIDDLE SCHOOL LOS ANGELES 
INFANT AND PRESCHOOL LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES HIGH LOS ANGELES 
LOS FELIZ ACADEMY LOS ANGELES 
ROSCOMARE ELEMENTRY LOS ANGELES 
WEST ATHENS LOS ANGELES 
WILSON HS LOS ANGELES 
CENTER FOR MARINE STUDIES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 
LYNWOOD HS LYNWOOD 
ROOSEVELT LYNWOOD 
W. WOODWARD MANTECA 
CEDAR LANE ELEMENTARY MARYSVILLE 
OLIVEHURST MARYSVILLE 
DOW'S PRARIE ELEMENTARY MCKINLEYVILLE 
WEIMAR HILLS MEADOW VISTA 
CALLIE KIRKPATRICK MENIFEE 
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MERCED HIGH SCHOOL MERCED 
MIDDLETOWN HS MIDDLETOWN 
GREEN HILLS MILLBRAE 
RANDALL ELEMENTARY MILPITAS 
BURBANK MODESTO 
CHRYSLER ELEMENTARY MODESTO 
FLORY ACADEMY MOORPARK 
JOAQUIN MORAGA IS MORAGA 
ARMADA ELEMENTARY MORENO VALLEY 
MORENO VALLEY HS MORENO VALLEY 
NORDSTROM MORGAN HILLS 
NAPA VALLEY LANGUAGE ACADEMY NAPA 
SILVERADO MS NAPA 
VALLEY VIEW NEWHALL 
VALLEY VIEW NEWHALL 
ORESTIMBA HS NEWMAN 
CORONA DEL MAR NEWPORT BEACH 
ENSIGN INTERMEDIATE NEWPORT BEACH 
NEWPORT COAST ELEMENTARY NEWPORT COAST 
CAMELLIA AVE NO. HOLLYWOOD 
NORCO HS NORCO 
NORCO HS NORCO 
HIGHLANDS NORTH HIGHLANDS 
PLUMMER ES NORTH HILLS 
DARBY AVE. ELEM NORTHRIDGE 
D. D. JOHNSTON NORWALK 
OAKDALE JR. HIGH OAKDALE 
HAWTHORNE OAKLAND 
LIBBY OCEANSIDE 
OCEANSIDE HIGH OCEANSIDE 
OLIVEHURST ELEM OLIVEHURST 
CHAFFEY COMMUNITY DAY ONTARIO 
COLONY HIGH ONTARIO 
OAKS MIDDLE ONTARIO 
ONTARIO CENTER SCHOOL ONTARIO 
ONTARIO CENTER SCHOOL ONTARIO 
ORANGE HIGH SCHOOL ORANGE 
SANTAGO CHARTER MS ORANGE 
CESAR CHAVEZ OXNARD 
CHAPPEL ISCRAYS HS OXNARD 
KATHERINE FINCHY ELEMENTRY PALM SPRINGS 
KATHERINE FINDIY PALM SPRINGS 
PALMDALE HS PALMDALE 
PALMDALE HS PALMDALE 
OHLONE ELEM PALO ALTO 
ORANGE PARAMOUNT 
LEWIS MIDDLE SCHOOL PASO ROBLES 
BERBARD ELDREDGE PETALUMA 
CASA GRANDE HS PETALUMA 
PHELAN ELEM PHELAN 
NORTH RANCH PICO RIVERA 
PINE GROVE ELEM PINE GROVE 
SIERRA ELEM PLACERVILLE 
SIERRA PLACERVILLE 
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HOPE PORTERVILLE 
MONACHE HS PORTERVILLE 
PROSPECT ED. CENTER PEC PORTERVILLE 
TWIN PEAKS MIDDLE SCHOOL POWAY 
TESORO HIGH RANCH SANTA MARGARITA 
RANCHO BERNARDO HS RANCHO BERNARDO 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA HS RANCHO CUCAMONGA 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA HS RANCHO CUCAMONGA 
METTEER RED BLUFF 
RED BLUFF H.S. RED BLUFF 
ORANGEWOOD HS REDLANDS 
HOOVER ELEMENTARY REDWOOD CITY 
GERALD FITZGERALD ELEMENTRY RIALTO 
KUCEAN RIALTO 
MIRA VISTA RICHMOND 
BOULDER CREEK REDDING 
MURRAY MIDDLE SCHOOL RIDGECREST 
MONROE RIVERSIDE 
PACIFIC AVE RIVERSIDE 
POLY HIGH RIVERSIDE 
SHERMAN INDIAN HIGH SCHOOL RIVERSIDE 
TERRACE ELEM RIVERSIDE 
TOMAS RIVERA ELEM RIVERSIDE 
SIERRA CHRISTIAN ACADEMY ROCKLIN 
RICE ROSEMEAD 
SIERRA GARDENS ROSEVILLE 
BOWLING GREEN SACRAMENTO 
CAL MS SACRAMENTO 
GLENWOOD SACRAMENTO 
JOSEPH BONNHEIM SACRAMENTO 
KENNEDY HS SACRAMENTO 
PONY EXPRESS SACRAMENTO 
ROSEMONT HS SACRAMENTO 
WILL C. WOOD SACRAMENTO 
JANE L. PENA SACRAMENTO 
NATOMAS PARK ELEMENTARY SACRAMENTO 
FRANK PAUL SAUNAS 
FREMONT SAUNAS 
LOMA VISITA SAUNAS 
PRUNEDALE SAUNAS 
CARMEL VALLEY MIDDLE SAN DIEGO 
HARDY SAN DIEGO 
KIMBROUGH ELEM SAN DIEGO 
MASON ELEM SAN DIEGO 
MT CARMEL HS SAN DIEGO 
O'FARRP SAN DIEGO 
SEQUOIA ELEM SAN DIEGO 
WEBSTER SAN DIEGO 
WESTHILLS HIGH SAN DIEGO 
HILLCREST ELEMENTARY SAN FRANCISCO 
KROUZIAN ZEKARIAN SAN FRANCISCO 
MIRALOMA SAN FRANCISCO 
SFUSD SAN FRANCISCO 
GOLDEN PLAINS ALT. PROG. SAN JOAQUIN 
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MILLBROOK ELEM SAN JOSE 
SANTA TERESA HIGH SCHOOL SAN JOSE 
SILVER CREEK HS SAN JOSE 
WINDMILL SPRINGS SAN JOSE 
DEANZA SAN JACINTO 
BANCROFT SAN LEANDRO 
HILLSIDE SAN LEANDRO 
JAMES MADISON EL. SAN LEANDRO 
JOHN MUIR MIDDLE SCHOOL SAN LEANDRO 
SAN MARCOS MS SAN MARCOS 
HILLSDALE HS SAN MATEO 
TARA HILLS SAN PABLO 
LAUREL DELL SAN RAFAEL 
TERRA LINDA HS SAN RAFAEL 
HIDDEN HILLS SAN RAMON 
SMYTHE SAN YSIDRO 
CENTERVILLE ELEM SANGER 
WASHINGTON ELEM SANTA ANA 
BRACHER ELEMENTARY SANTA CLARA 
BUCHSER MS SANTA CLARA 
SCOTT LANE ELEMENTARY SANTA CLARA 
SHORELINE SANTA CRUZ 
BATTLES SANTA MARIA 
PATHWAYS CHARTER SANTA ROSA 
SCHAEFER ELEMENTARY SANTA ROSA 
WEST HILLS HS SANTEE 
FRANKLIN SANTA BARBARA 
SCOTTh VALLEY HS SCOTTS VALLEY 
SELMA HIGH SELMA 
SHASTA LAKE MS SHASTA LAKE 
HIGH SCHOOL SO CAL 
SOQUEL HS SOQUEL 
LIBERTY BLVD SOUTH GATE 
MONTE VISTA HS SPRING VALLEY 
ESCONDIDO STANFORD 
BEAR CREEK HS STOCKTON 
COMMODORE STOCKTON 
HOOVER ELEMENTARY STOCKTON 
FRANCIS POLYTECHNIC SUN VALLEY 
BISHOP SUNNYVALE 
FREEMONT HIGH SCHOOL SUNNYVALE 
VARGAS SUNNYVALE 
MEADOW VIEW SUSANVILLE 
SEANVILLE SCHOOL DIST SUSANVILLE 
CLOVERLY TEMPLE CITY 
COACHELLA VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL THERMAL 
WEATHERSFIELD THOUSAND OAKS 
NORTH HIGH TORRANCE 
SHERRY HIGH TORRANCE 
TRAVIS EDUCATION CENTER TRAVIS AIR FORCE BASE 
GLENSHIRE TRUCKEE 
INDEPENDANCE HS TURLOCK 
DENNIS EARL TURLOCK 
NOKOMIS ELEM UKIAH 
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PADAN VACAVILLE 
BASSETT STREET ELEM VAN NUYS 
MOUND SCHOOL VENTURA 
CROW LEY VISALIA 
VISTA FOCUS ACADEMY VISTA 
RIVER CITY HIGH SCHOOL W. SACRAMENTO 
INDIAN VALLEY WALNUT CREEK 
WALNUT HEIGHTS ELEM WALNUT CREEK 
PALM AVE WASCO 
SOUTH FORK WELDON 
EVERGREEN ELEM WEST SACRAMENTO 
JORDAN ELEM WHITTER 
LINCOLN WHITTIER 
BROAD AVE WILMINGTON 
BROADAVE WILMINGTON 
WINCHESTER ELEM WINCHESTER 
WAGGONER WINTERS 
GIBSON WOODLAND 

Education and the Environment Initiative — Educator Needs Assessment 

CABRILLO ELEMENTARY UPLAND
PADAN VACAVILLE
BASSETT STREET ELEM VAN NUYS
MOUND SCHOOL VENTURA
CROWLEY VISALIA
VISTA FOCUS ACADEMY VISTA
RIVER CITY HIGH SCHOOL W. SACRAMENTO
INDIAN VALLEY WALNUT CREEK
WALNUT HEIGHTS ELEM WALNUT CREEK
PALM AVE WASCO
SOUTH FORK WELDON
EVERGREEN ELEM WEST SACRAMENTO
JORDAN ELEM WHITTER
LINCOLN WHITTIER
BROAD AVE WILMINGTON
BROADAVE WILMINGTON
WINCHESTER ELEM WINCHESTER
WAGGONER WINTERS
GIBSON WOODLAND

Education and the Environment Initiative — Educator Needs Assessment

Board Meeting
June 14-15, 2005

Agenda Item 36
Attachment 2



Board Meeting Agenda Item 36 
June 14-15, 2005 Attachment 2 

Appendix D 
Narrative Responses 

Question 8 

• Addison Wesley Chemistry 
• AGS Science 
• Automotive Technology 
• Biology Prentice Hall 
• Chemistry 
• Health Occupations 
• Hole's Essentials Of Anatomy And Physiology 
• Holt Science And Technology 
• IAB Int/Coord Science For 21st Century 
• Low Reading Level 
• McGraw-Hill Health 
• Miller Living In Environment 
• Modern Biology 
• Perdmon 
• The Pinnipeds 

Question 9 

• American Government 
• Glencoe Series AGS 
• Government in America (AP Gov) 
• Norton: America, A Narrative History 
• Prentice Hall World history Making Connections 
• Vaughn World History I & II 

Question 11 

• "Convection Currents" 
• Through workshops over the years 
• From the library & Internet (Too many to list) 

Question 12 

• First people to the present & materials from Internet library 

Question 13 

• College board course description interaction 
• Stories, book, movies 
• Topics (for typing practice) 

Question 15 

• Integrated in H. Mifflin L.A. 
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Question 16 

• Done by "unit, not daily" 
• All integrated throughout the day 

Question 18 

• Hands-on experimentation 
• No technology to use these in our district (CD-ROM, DVD, web-based) 

Question 19 

• Colorful master, simplicity 
• Cont-ideas for differentiation 
• Incorporates environmental education to some degree - - I'm delighted 
• Matches to state standards 
• Spend learning English reading 
• Charts (large visuals) 
• Artifact samples 
• Hours to read before hand 
• Work and dovetail with other subjects (ex reading, science, soc. studies) 
• Those are quite complete in ensuring teachers can do the activities (hands, 

management strategies, etc) 
• All necessary supplies for possible experiments 
• Hands-on kits, soc. Science maps, globe, biographies, civics 

Question 20 

• Oh great another mandate! 
• Integrate this into already established areas of lang. arts & math materials 
• Why not all? 

Question 22 

• Depends on how good they are! 
• If they relate to chemistry and physics. I am interested in developing curricula in 

chemistry and physics that involve the environment. Please call me if teachers are 
needed for this purpose. 

Question 23 
• Note that has to happen anyway. 
• You left out "Student interest and engagement" 
• The curriculum is terribly impacted with the state standards already; I can't imagine 

introducing more materials at this time! 

Question 24 

• Oh goodie 

Question 25 

• I can't select 1 since I got training workshops from all that were quite relevant & 
meaningful for my kids & myself 

Education and the Environment Initiative — Educator Needs Assessment 
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• Lousy job-instruction is key 
• Individual presentation 
• School setting 
• Treat me as a child when presenting 
• No combined grades such as K-3. Single grade only meetings 
• Not as important, since we have approval, and I cannot take off school hours for in-

services 
• The presentation rather than where person is from 
• To enhance presentation of most important concepts 
• Someone who develops good programs w/ sound philosophy and doesn't just re-read 

what's already in the text 

Question 26 

• What happened to "The Child's Place in the Environment?" It was an excellent 
curriculum! 

• Best is school release time 
• Professional growth days 
• Anything but weekday afternoons 
• I am too, too busy 
• Work day-set sub paid by district 
• Only will do professional development during contracted work time 
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Summary of 
County Office of Education Focus Group Meetings 

February, 2005 
Education and the Environment Initiative 

As part of the process of implementing the Education and the Environment Initiative (EEI) 
[Assembly Bill 1548 Pavley, Chapter 665, Statutes of 2003], the California Environmental 
Protection Agency and the Integrated Waste Management Board have made substantial effort 
to solicit input from teachers and education administrators. As part of this ongoing process, a 
series of focus group meetings was held in February and March 2005 to solicit comments on 
various components of the plan for developing the EEI Model Curriculum Plan. 

The EEI sought county offices of education, representing various regions of California, as 
partners in conducting these focus group meetings. The San Bernardino, Riverside, Los 
Angeles, Orange, Sacramento and Alameda County Office of Education offered their assistance 
and were instrumental in recruiting classroom teachers and administrators for the meetings. 

Ultimately, three formal focus group meetings were held in: San Bernardino/Riverside, Los 
Angeles, and Alameda Counties. Two additional, less structured meetings were held in Orange 
and Sacramento Counties. 

Representatives of the EEI facilitated each of the meetings. Each session began with a brief 
overview of the EEI, the environmental principles and concepts (EP&C), the standards 
alignment maps, and status and purpose for the Model Curriculum. Following the 
presentations, participants engaged in facilitated discussion regarding attributes of high quality 
curricula, factors that might increase the likelihood of use, grade-level coverage of the Model 
Curriculum, and opportunities and methods to best address content standards. (The 
introduction to the EEI was brief due to time constraints. The information gathered during these 
meetings should, therefore, be interpreted in this context.) 

The information that was gathered during these focus group meetings reconfirmed the 
information that was obtained through the Educator Needs Assessment (see Educator Needs 
Assessment Report, March 2005). Specifically, the participants commented that the EEI Model 
Curriculum should be designed so that the instructional strategies and materials: 

■ Are easy to use; 
■ Can be readily connected with their structured instructional programs; 
■ Offer clear and direct alignment to California content standards; 
■ Are tailored to meet the needs of specific grades; and, 
■ Clearly integrate with the State's assessment program. 

The participants also identified the need for a strong professional development program and an 
on-going support system for teachers. 

The teachers and administrators repeatedly commented on the need for materials that are easy 
to use and implement. Citing FOSS kits as an example, participants indicated that having 
specific and functional procedures clearly stated and supported by illustrations is a key to 
success. The also commented on the need for easy access to student workbooks or journals 
with worksheets (e.g., copy masters), and the complete packaging of materials so teachers do 
not have to spend time gathering supplies, lesson plans, and worksheets from multiple sources. 

The participants stressed the importance of direct alignment to California's content standards, 
although their comments about methodology and degree of coverage varied from region to 
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region. Several of the teachers and administrators cited the Blueprints for the California 
Standards Test (CST) as a useful reference during development of the Model Curriculum Plan. 
Others stressed the importance of specifically defining what is meant by "know" when 
addressing the content standards. Some participants voiced support for complete coverage of 
standards, while others advocated support for a select number. Regardless of approach, direct 
alignment of the Model Curriculum to the standards in a manner that offers specific strategies 
for achievement was clearly regarded as an essential element of the program. 

Participants encouraged coordination between the EEI team and state assessment team to 
ensure inclusion of Model Curriculum content in the California Standards Tests. 

In some cases the focus group participants misinterpreted the standards alignment maps as 
they were presented. The maps were incorrectly perceived by some as "add-ons" to the 
standards with the potential of "markedly changing instruction in biology, chemistry, and earth 
science instruction." At the same time, other participants readily perceived the value of the 
EP&C as providing the context for teaching the state standards. A few others reported that they 
were already aware of the EP&C and were using them in their districts. 

Participants expressed strong support for the grade-group design elements proposed for the 
EEI Model Curriculum, including pursuit of English/language arts skills development at the K — 
3'd  grade level; the science and history/social science focus at the 4th  — 6th  grade level; and the 
idea of using the EP&C as a context for framing instruction and particular standards at the 7th- 
12th  grade level. In addition, opportunities for hands-on investigations should be provided at the 
K — 3 level; opportunities for service-learning should be provided at the upper elementary —
secondary levels. 

The focus group participants commented that using an interdisciplinary approach in the EEI 
Model Curriculum might make it difficult to implement. The did, however, comment about the 
benefits of such an approach — that students may learn concepts more comprehensively and 
thus, may perform better on assessments. Since several of the teachers and administrators 
(most notably those from Alameda County) are already involved in successful integrated 
programs, they should be considered as possible participants in the early phases of 
implementation and in the review process for the Model Curriculum. 

Participants strongly supported development of a field-testing process prior to implementation to 
allow the EEI to adjust and refine the Model Curriculum prior to full production and 
implementation. 

The focus group members strongly supported the creation of a program for ongoing 
professional development and technical support as a means of helping districts integrate the 
Model Curriculum into their instructional plans. They saw this as a key step in getting teachers 
to fully implement the Model Curriculum in their classrooms. Release time and stipends would 
be appreciated. One participant went so far as to state a strong support system can be more 
critical than the curriculum itself. 

In conclusion, the majority of focus group participants were very supportive of the Model 
Curriculum and the intent of the EEI. Their suggestions they offered were comparable to those 
voiced by the educators who responded to the Educator Needs Assessment. In essence, they 
reaffirmed the design attributes for the EEI Model Curriculum that had been collected from other 
sources. 
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region.  Several of the teachers and administrators cited the Blueprints for the California 
Standards Test (CST) as a useful reference during development of the Model Curriculum Plan.  
Others stressed the importance of specifically defining what is meant by “know” when 
addressing the content standards.  Some participants voiced support for complete coverage of 
standards, while others advocated support for a select number.  Regardless of approach, direct 
alignment of the Model Curriculum to the standards in a manner that offers specific strategies 
for achievement was clearly regarded as an essential element of the program. 
 
Participants encouraged coordination between the EEI team and state assessment team to 
ensure inclusion of Model Curriculum content in the California Standards Tests.  
 
In some cases the focus group participants misinterpreted the standards alignment maps as 
they were presented.  The maps were incorrectly perceived by some as “add-ons” to the 
standards with the potential of “markedly changing instruction in biology, chemistry, and earth 
science instruction.”  At the same time, other participants readily perceived the value of the 
EP&C as providing the context for teaching the state standards.  A few others reported that they 
were already aware of the EP&C and were using them in their districts. 
 
Participants expressed strong support for the grade-group design elements proposed for the 
EEI Model Curriculum, including pursuit of English/language arts skills development at the K – 
3rd grade level; the science and history/social science focus at the 4th – 6th grade level; and the 
idea of using the EP&C as a context for framing instruction and particular standards at the 7th – 
12th grade level. In addition, opportunities for hands-on investigations should be provided at the 
K – 3 level; opportunities for service-learning should be provided at the upper elementary – 
secondary levels. 
 
The focus group participants commented that using an interdisciplinary approach in the EEI 
Model Curriculum might make it difficult to implement.  The did, however, comment about the 
benefits of such an approach — that students may learn concepts more comprehensively and 
thus, may perform better on assessments.  Since several of the teachers and administrators 
(most notably those from Alameda County) are already involved in successful integrated 
programs, they should be considered as possible participants in the early phases of 
implementation and in the review process for the Model Curriculum. 
 
Participants strongly supported development of a field-testing process prior to implementation to 
allow the EEI to adjust and refine the Model Curriculum prior to full production and 
implementation. 
 
The focus group members strongly supported the creation of a program for ongoing 
professional development and technical support as a means of helping districts integrate the 
Model Curriculum into their instructional plans.  They saw this as a key step in getting teachers 
to fully implement the Model Curriculum in their classrooms. Release time and stipends would 
be appreciated. One participant went so far as to state a strong support system can be more 
critical than the curriculum itself. 
 
In conclusion, the majority of focus group participants were very supportive of the Model 
Curriculum and the intent of the EEI.  Their suggestions they offered were comparable to those 
voiced by the educators who responded to the Educator Needs Assessment.  In essence, they 
reaffirmed the design attributes for the EEI Model Curriculum that had been collected from other 
sources. 
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Goal and Purpose of the Model Curriculum ,,, 

Goal: 
The EEI Model Curriculum will provide a K-12th grade 
instructional continuum that helps students master 
California's academic content standards and 
California's Environmental Principles and Concepts. 

Purpose: The EEI Model Curriculum is intended to provide: 

1. an SBE-approved, standards -based curricular 
materials, that can be used to teach the 
Environmental Principles and Concepts 

2. a K-12 learning continuum aligned to California's 
academic content standards and targeted at 
helping students achieve mastery of those 
standards at each  •  rade level. 

Goal and Purpose of the Model Curriculum

Goal:
The EEI Model Curriculum will provide a K-12th grade 
instructional continuum that helps students master 
California’s academic content standards and 
California’s Environmental Principles and Concepts.

Purpose: The EEI Model Curriculum is intended to provide:

1. an SBE-approved, standards-based curricular 
materials, that can be used to teach the 
Environmental Principles and Concepts

2. a K-12 learning continuum aligned to California’s 
academic content standards and targeted at 
helping students achieve mastery of those 
standards at each grade level.



Designing the Model Curriculum .%'1%. - . 

Task LI 44:10 it  

I. Establish an Interagency Model Curriculum Planning Committee s( 

II. Interagency committee of EE providers (CEEIN members) develops self- 
evaluation criteria and reporting documents —grade-level applicability; 
alignment to mastery of academic content standards and EP&C 

s( 

III. Distribute self-evaluation instrument to CEEIN members and other EE providers s( 

IV. Define goals and scope of model curriculum e.g., standards by grade-level s( 

V. Conduct Educator Needs Assessment (ENA) [10,000 teachers] s( 

VI. Conduct Educator Focus Group meetings with COEs s( 

VII. Refine goals and scope of model curriculum based on ENAs and EFGs s( 

Vlll.ldentify grade-level sequence of instruction to achieve mastery of academic 
content standards and EP&C based on standards alignment maps 

s( 

IX. Outline instructional plans that connect teaching standards and EP&C s( 

X. Compile components into draft Model Curriculum Plan s( 

Xl. Education Partnership meeting s( 

XII. Model Curriculum Planning Committee meeting s( 

Task
I. Establish an Interagency Model Curriculum Planning Committee
II. Interagency committee of EE providers (CEEIN members) develops self-

evaluation criteria and reporting documents —grade-level applicability; 
alignment to mastery of academic content standards and EP&C

IV. Define goals and scope of model curriculum e.g., standards by grade-level

VI. Conduct Educator Focus Group meetings with COEs
V. Conduct Educator Needs Assessment (ENA) [10,000 teachers]

III. Distribute self-evaluation instrument to CEEIN members and other EE providers

VII. Refine goals and scope of model curriculum based on ENAs and EFGs
VIII.Identify grade-level sequence of instruction to achieve mastery of academic 

content standards and EP&C — based on standards alignment maps
IX. Outline instructional plans that connect teaching standards and EP&C
X. Compile components into draft Model Curriculum Plan
XI. Education Partnership meeting
XII. Model Curriculum Planning Committee meeting

Designing the Model Curriculum
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Gathering Input  

As part of the process of implementing the EEI, Cal/EPA 
and the CIWMB solicited input from: 

• Interagency Model Curriculum Planning Committee 

• Education Partnership 

• Educator Needs Assessment 

• County Office of Education Focus Group meetings 

Gathering Input 

As part of the process of implementing the EEI, Cal/EPA 
and the CIWMB solicited input from:

• Interagency Model Curriculum Planning Committee

• Education Partnership

• Educator Needs Assessment 

• County Office of Education Focus Group meetings



Interagency Model Curriculum Planning .%'‘ 

Committee 

This committee included representatives from: 

• Cal/EPA 

• CIWMB 

• California Department of Education 

• State Board of Education — Curriculum and 
Supplemental Materials Development Commission 

• Office of the Secretary of Education 

• Resources Agency 

• Assemblymember Pavley's Office 

• Guest: Heal the Ba 

Interagency Model Curriculum Planning 
Committee 

This committee included representatives from:
• Cal/EPA
• CIWMB
• California Department of Education
• State Board of Education — Curriculum and 

Supplemental Materials Development Commission
• Office of the Secretary of Education
• Resources Agency
• Assemblymember Pavley’s Office
• Guest: Heal the Bay



Interagency Model Curriculum Planning .%'‘ 

Committee 

This committee helped to: 

• identify priorities for goals and scope of model 
curriculum e.g., standards, grade levels 

• guide decisions regarding the structure of the model 
curriculum 

• review grade -level sequence of instruction to 
achieve mastery of academic content standards and 
EP&C —based on standards alignment maps 

• review outlines of instructional plans 

• review process for developing writing teams for 
model curriculum 
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Interagency Model Curriculum Planning 
Committee 

This committee helped to:
• identify priorities for goals and scope of model 

curriculum e.g., standards,  grade levels
• guide decisions regarding the structure of the model 

curriculum
• review grade-level sequence of instruction to 

achieve mastery of academic content standards and 
EP&C — based on standards alignment maps

• review outlines of instructional plans
• review process for developing writing teams for 

model curriculum
• review draft of Model Curriculum Plan



Education Partnership ,.‘,,,, 

NAlit  

This groups includes representatives from: 

• collaborating state agencies 

• education organizations 

• business groups 

• universities 

• environmental organizations 

Education Partnership 

This groups includes representatives from:
• collaborating state agencies
• education organizations
• business groups
• universities
• environmental organizations
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Education Partnership ,.‘_,,, 

L144rlit  

The partnership: 

• meets quarterly to review and comment on the 
materials developed for the EEI 

• helps communicate about the EEI to their 
constituents 

• supports fundraising planning and efforts 

Education Partnership 

The partnership:
• meets quarterly to review and comment on the 

materials developed for the EEI
• helps communicate about the EEI to their 

constituents
• supports fundraising planning and efforts



Educator Needs Assessment 

L1 441 it  

Designed to gather information about teachers' 
interests, constraints and perceived needs including: 

• current patterns of use of adopted and 
supplementary materials in science and 
history/social science; 

• preferred formats for the design and delivery of 
curriculum materials; 

• criteria that influence actual use of curriculum 
materials by educators; and, 

• preferred methods of delivery for professional 
development. 

Educator Needs Assessment

Designed to gather information about teachers’
interests, constraints and perceived needs including:

• current patterns of use of adopted and 
supplementary materials in science and 
history/social science;

• preferred formats for the design and delivery of 
curriculum materials;

• criteria that influence actual use of curriculum 
materials by educators; and,

• preferred methods of delivery for professional 
development.



Educator Needs Assessment `N, 
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The results of the ENA indicate that educators 

• prioritize curricular materials targeted at 4th — 6th 

grades 

• are most strongly interested in the development of 
materials for the teaching of science, followed by 
history/social science and English/language arts 

• prefer printed 
materials 

rather than web-based curriculum 

• require curricular materials that address grade- and 
discipline-specific standards 

• need materials that are available to them at no cost 

Educator Needs Assessment

The results of the ENA indicate that educators :

• prioritize curricular materials targeted at 4th – 6th

grades

• are most strongly interested in the development of 
materials for the teaching of science, followed by 
history/social science and English/language arts

• prefer printed rather than web-based curriculum 
materials

• require curricular materials that address grade- and 
discipline-specific standards

• need materials that are available to them at no cost



District-Level Focus Group Meetings .%'‘ 
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Organized with county offices of education from: 

• Los Angeles 

• Orange 

• Sacramento 

• Alameda 

• San Bernardino/Riverside 

District-Level Focus Group Meetings

Organized with county offices of education from:
• Los Angeles
• Orange
• Sacramento
• Alameda
• San Bernardino/Riverside



District-Level Focus Group Meetings .%'‘ 

L1 441 it  

These focus groups were designed to gather 
information regarding: 

• attributes of high quality curricula 

• factors that might increase the use of the Model 
Curriculum 

• appropriate grade-level coverage for Model 
Curriculum 

• strategies for addressing academic content 
standards 

District-Level Focus Group Meetings

These focus groups were designed to gather 
information regarding:
• attributes of high quality curricula
• factors that might increase the use of the Model 

Curriculum
• appropriate grade-level coverage for Model 

Curriculum
• strategies for addressing academic content 

standards
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Model Curriculum Design 

L1 441 it  

The plan for the Model Curriculum is based on the input 
from these stakeholders and the preliminary work on the: 

• Environmental Principles and Concepts 

• standards alignments maps 

• grade- and discipline -specific learning objectives 

Model Curriculum Design

The plan for the Model Curriculum is based on the input 
from these stakeholders and the preliminary work on the:

• Environmental Principles and Concepts 

• standards alignments maps

• grade- and discipline-specific learning objectives
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Outline of the Model Curriculum Plan .%'‘ 

LI 4* 

1.  Introduction 
2.  Purpose of the Model Curriculum 
3.  Goals of the Model Curriculum 
4.  Development of the Model Curriculum Plan 
5.  Outline for Grade -Level Model Curriculum Components 
6.  Materials Design Strategies and Instructional 

Considerations 
7.  Program Attributes of the Model Curriculum 
8.  Learning Objectives Related to the EP&C 
9.  Scope and Sequence of the Model Curriculum 
10.  Plan for Incorporating or Connecting with Existing 

Education Materials 
11.  Assessment and Evaluation 
12.  Timetable 
13.  Appendices 

Outline of the Model Curriculum Plan

1. Introduction
2. Purpose of the Model Curriculum
3. Goals of the Model Curriculum
4. Development of the Model Curriculum Plan
5. Outline for Grade-Level Model Curriculum Components
6. Materials Design Strategies and Instructional 

Considerations
7. Program Attributes of the Model Curriculum
8. Learning Objectives Related to the EP&C
9. Scope and Sequence of the Model Curriculum
10. Plan for Incorporating or Connecting with Existing 

Education Materials
11. Assessment and Evaluation
12. Timetable
13. Appendices



Desirable Attributes for Model Curriculum -, 

• teaches to mastery of the standards L144,-/0 it  

• can be easily implemented by teachers 

• seamless incorporation into teacher's instructional plans 

• does not place an extra burden on teachers 

• easy to implement by non-specialist teachers 

• offers teachers an alternative strategy to teach the content 

• makes use of and works well with adopted instructional 
materials 

• cost-effective 

• fits with established assessment practices 

• fully supported implementation with professional 
development and technical assistance 

Desirable Attributes for Model Curriculum

• teaches to mastery of the standards
• can be easily implemented by teachers
• seamless incorporation into teacher’s instructional plans
• does not place an extra burden on teachers
• easy to implement by non-specialist teachers
• offers teachers an alternative strategy to teach the content
• makes use of and works well with adopted instructional 

materials
• cost-effective
• fits with established assessment practices
• fully supported implementation with professional 

development and technical assistance
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Nature of EP&C to 
Standards 
Ali. nment 

Alternative Design Elements 

Directly Teach One 
or More Standards 

Comprehensive units that teach complete standard(s): 
o Learning objectives (L.O.) cover the standard and EP&C 
o Used in conjunction with adopted instructional materials 
o Provide a framework that presents teachers with an overview of the connections 

to all the aligned content standards at their grade level 

Interconnect 
Instructional 

Content for One or 
More Standards 

"Bookends" used to frame instruction, directly teach some elements of the 
standard and review the complete standard 

o L.O. for Bookends frame all elements of the standard and relevant EP&C 
o L.O. for individual lessons cover the elements of the standard and EP&C 
o Used in conjunction with adopted instructional materials 

Provide Content for 
Skills Development 

EP&C-based supplemental materials using relevant literature and materials to 
develop skills: 

ELA: Reading, Writing, Listening and Speaking 
Mathematics: computation and analysis skills 
Science: Investigation and Experimentation 
History/Social Science: Skills-based Elements within the Standards 

Connect to 
Elements of Some 

Standards 

Individual lessons using EP&C content to expand on particular elements of 
standards: 

o L.O. for lessons based on aligned elements of the standard and relevant EP&C 
o Used in conjunction with adopted instructional materials 

Alternative Materials Design Strategies

Nature of EP&C to 
Standards 
Alignment 

Alternative Design Elements

Directly Teach One 
or More Standards

Comprehensive units that teach complete standard(s):
o Learning objectives (L.O.) cover the standard and EP&C
o Used in conjunction with adopted instructional materials
o Provide a framework that presents teachers with an overview of the connections 

to all the aligned content standards at their grade level
Interconnect 
Instructional 

Content  for One or 
More Standards

“Bookends” used to frame instruction, directly teach some elements of the 
standard and review the complete standard

o L.O. for Bookends frame all elements of the standard and relevant EP&C
o L.O. for individual lessons cover the elements of the standard and EP&C
o Used in conjunction with adopted instructional materials

Provide Content for 
Skills Development

EP&C-based supplemental materials using relevant literature and materials to 
develop skills:

ELA: Reading, Writing, Listening and Speaking
Mathematics: computation and analysis skills
Science: Investigation and Experimentation
History/Social Science: Skills-based Elements within the Standards

Connect to 
Elements of Some 

Standards

Individual lessons using EP&C content to expand on particular elements of 
standards:

o L.O. for lessons based on aligned elements of the standard and relevant EP&C
o Used in conjunction with adopted instructional materials



Instructional Design Considerations  
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Several instructional factors will be used to determine which 
design elements should be included at any given grade. 

• depth and breadth of opportunities to connect instruction 
about the academic contents standards and the EP&C; 

• principle instructional goals at different grades utility of the 
EP&C as a contextual framework to help students 
understand specific content knowledge and skills; 

• academic development of the students; 

• potential for integration with adopted instructional materials; 

• ease of implementation by teachers at different grades; and, 

• building on knowledge of the EP&C gained at earlier 
grades. 

Instructional Design Considerations

Several instructional factors will be used to determine which 
design elements should be included at any given grade.  

• depth and breadth of opportunities to connect instruction 
about the academic contents standards and the EP&C;

• principle instructional goals at different grades utility of the
EP&C as a contextual framework to help students 
understand specific content knowledge and skills;

• academic development of the students;

• potential for integration with adopted instructional materials; 

• ease of implementation by teachers at different grades; and,

• building on knowledge of the EP&C gained at earlier 
grades.
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